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yote against such a policy; and I shall therefore 
ask for the yeas and nays upon the bill. 

Mr. EVANS. Itis well, before acting on these | 
matters, that we should understand them. Now, 
[ should be glad to know what amount is likely | 
to be derived exclusively from this source? It is 

roposed to give the contract for five years at the 
rate of $500,000 a year; thatis, 2,500,000 for the | 
five years. I do not suppose that it is possible | 
that $50,000 per annum will be returned from the | 

stages; or even say $100,000. 1 do not believe 
that one half that sum will be returned. Then the 
balance, $450,000, is to be paid out of the public 
Treasury, upon a mere scheme, a mere adventure. 
| had occasion a year afo to look into the Post 
Office arrangements, and I found, as the result, | 
that we already pay for transportation by.steam- | 
boats, by mail steamers, an average cost of twenty | 
cents a mile, and these ocean steamers cost $2 50 | 
a mile. Now, sir, instead of reducing the expense, || 
this enormous expense, which draws already 
$2,000,000 from the Treasury, you are going to 
add to it; and here our own people at an expense 
of fifteen or twenty cents a mile cannot get post | 
office accommodation, when you are giving $2 50 
a mile in order to transport empty mails across | 
the Pacific. 

Mr. GWIN. Inthe first instauce, I will in- 
form the Senator that this service is not to exceed | 
$500,000 a year. It is open to competition, and | 
it is to be given to the lowest bidder. In the | 
second place, the Senator is greaiy mistaken in 
regard to the amount of postage. The amount 
coming from the Sandwich Islands alone, will be | 
equal to that sum. We have five hundred whale || 
ships, and thousands of American ciuzens whose 
correspondence is now all subject tochance. There | 
is no village in the United States, with three hun- | 
dred people, but has a post office; and you have | 
on the ocean tens of thousands of American citi- | 
zens carrying on the commerce of *h2 countr 
and increasing its wealth, without having mail | 
facilities. I undertake to say, that the postages 
on the route will be vastly above the amount | 
stated by the Senator. The intercourse between || 
Asia, China, and British India, and the rest of the |) 
world, will pass over this line. We shall soon 
have a telegraphic communication with San Fran- || 

} 
| 


cisco; and in that way the whole communication 
from the continent of Asia, on the Pacific coast, 
will pass over this line to Europe and other sec- 
tions of the world. 1 have very little doubt in my 
own mind, that in a very short time the postages || 
will pay the expense.of the route. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire merely to say that, upon 
reference to the Post Office returns, it will be found 
that all the postage derived from California does 
not amount to $100,000. 

Mr. GWIN. Why, sir, I have a distinct rec- 
ollection that it amounted to $400,000 four years 


ago. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, 1 will vote 
against this proposition. Indeed, I have never || 
reconciled it to my notions of right to establish || 
these ocean steamers at all, as mere mail steamers. 
Wherever there is commerce, there will be com- 
munication; and I am willing to authorize the 
Postmaster General to make his contracts, and 
establish his routes; let him employ mail service 
thereashe does elsewhere. But as to paying these 
extraordinary sums to have the mail carried be- 
tween particular points, I am getting tired of it. 
We are now paying, I believe, about $2,250,000 
& year for ocean steamers out of*the port of New || 
York alone. For steamers from the port of New 
Orleans, the great commercial emporium of the 
South, we are paying but $75,000 a year, and it 
is arene | true to-day, that between the jreat 
commercial cities of the West—Pittsburg, Louis- 
ville, St. Louis, and Cincinnati—and the great 
commercial city of the South, New Orleans, you 
have no mail connection at all, but the mail is 
trusted to the mere hazards of the hour. Though 
your Postmaster General has authority to make 
& contract for that service, he never has done it; 
and the southern and western members have been 
wholly unable to urge him into making it. 
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|| the productions of their labor? 
| hundreds and hundreds of thousands, and even 


|| anywhere else. 

| wish to give them the mail facilities necessary to 
keep up that neighborhood which should exist all 

| these schemes are but handmaids at last, to en- | 


| know ver 
| of New 


| do particularly with carrying the mail, but were 


| carry the mail from Pittsburg to New Orleans, 
| would it get any support ? 
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When such facilities are denied the people 
whom I represent here, I will not vote to appro- 
priate these extraordinary sums to carry foreign 
mails. Why, sir, itis but a day or two since I 
applied to the Post Office Department for the es- || 
tablishment of a little post office in Mississippi, |! 
and | was told that they would establish the post 
office, but that they thought it exceedingly uncer- 
tain whether they could supply it with a mail! 

Now, sir, | ask southern gentlemen, and west- 
ern gentlemen, whether these heavy sums are to 
be drawn from the national,T'reasury to establish 
mails between foreign points and commercial 
cities on the Atlantic and Pacific sea-board, when 
we can get none of the ordinary facilities within 
our own limits? Thereare no less than fifty post 
offices on the Mississippi river, between the cit 
of Louisville and the city of New Orleans, which 
are almost entirely-destitute of mail facilities to- || 
day, and we can get no appropriation made to 


| have the mail carried upon that great river. Gen- 


tlemen who are familiar with the topography of 


|| that country, know that it is utterly impossible 


to approach it from the interior. Deep swamps, 
everglades, barriers which cannot be overcome 
by land travel, cut off all mai! facilities from the 
interior; and such is the niggardly conduct of the 
Department, that we cannot urge them into the 
establishment of a mail on that great river for the 
accommodation of the people who live there. And 
what is their commerce? What is the value of 
It amounts to 


millions of dollars. 
Sir, se seca are is done to the section of 
country whence | come I may look with a little 


| more liberal eye on these schemes for carrying the 


mail to Shanghai and Hong Kong, and all over 
creation. But I love the people near to my door 
better than | do the people in China, or Japan, or 


I would rather they should hear from me; and I 


over our Union. I know very little of this par- 
ticular project, but | know that a great many of 


courage commerce between particular points. I 

well that several lines which run out | 
ork—and especially one that has been 
urged on us from year to year-—had nothing to 


intended for other purposes. 


I say nothing about 
this particular scheme. It ma 


be allright; very 


| likely it is; but I cannot vote for propositions of 
| this kind while common justice is denied to the 
| section from which I come. 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, in answer to the 
argument of the honorable Senator from Missis- 


diminish a single iota of the mail facilities of the 
eouthern section of the Union. 

Mr. BROWN. 
Texas that I understand that perfectly well; but 


priate $500,000 out of the National Treasury to 


Mr. RUSK. If theSenator should convince me 
that it was a matter of as much importance to the | 
country generally as this, he would get my vote 
for it. We do appropriate a large amount every 
year for mail services on the southern and west- 


ern waters; I admit the mail facilities there are || 
not sufficient, and [ am in favor of taking money || 


out of the Treasury to increase them. 1 am will- | 
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| cial treaty with China. 
| importance with us, in a national point of view, 
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and while I ask justice forthe State that I represent, 
1 am disposed to do justice to our far off sister on 
the Pacific. It is true that, from her situation and 
remote condition, California has demanded large 
appropriations from the Treasury in her begin- 
ning, but, at the same time, the industry of her 
citizens, and the productions of her soil, have 
made large returns to the Treasury of the United 
States, and have added vastly to the prosperity of 
the United States in general. By her acquisition 
we opened to our commerce the whole Pacific 
ocean. We have now obtained the right of trade 
with the ports of Japan. We havealso a commer- 
Is it then a matter of no 


to secure this trade, or to do what is proper and 
right to acquire a trade which has been sought 


| after by all thecommercial world, and has contrib- 


uted largely to the wealth and strength of every 
nation that has enjoyed it? 

Why, sir, there is no State in the Union that 
has less mail facilities than California, though I 
believe it costs much to furnish them, She has 
only twenty-six mails a year—one every two 
weeks. 

Mr.GWIN. From all the world. 

Mr. RUSK. This, sir, is treated as a kind-of 
gratuity to California, as an experiment, and it 
is said that no returns, in the way of postage, 
will come from it. Now, sir, we have a number 
of hardy seamen in the Pacific ocean; we have 
whalers and merchantmen there. If there is any 
one class to whom we are indebted, perhaps 
above any other, for national prosperity and the 


| means ot defending ourselves upon the high seas, 
| the only point of danger, it is to the hardy fisher- 


men, the hardy seamen of the country. I speak 


this disinterestedly, for | come from the far South, 
| where we have none of them. Sir, 1 would vote 


| 


1 would rather hear from them; || 
ber, for we draw a large portion of our prosperity 


| liberally to promate any scheme that should en- 


courage their operations, and increase their num- 


from their hardy enterprise and industry. The 
more you increase ships and seamen, the more 
you reduce freight, and thus confer a great benefit 
on the cotton growing States. Particularly am I 
inclined to do this when we have a full and over- 
flowing Treasury, when the porte of the whole 
East are open to us, and when efforts are being 
made to connect the Atlantic with the Pacific by 
bonds of iron. 1 know that the idea of having 
a railroad to the Pacific is regarded by many as 
visionary, but I predict here, in my place, that 


| twelve years will not pass over until we shall have 


'a railroad from here to the Pacific. 


Is it not, 


| then, an object worthy of consideration for us to 
| avail ourselves of this vast ocean, and the com- 
| merce of these countries which has enriched 


|| every nation which obtained it? 
sippi, | will say that if this bill passes it will not || 


| suppose I came here with a proposition to appro- || 





Is it a matter 
of no importance to us to obtain the command of 
that commerce? Is it an enormous sum to expend 


| $2,500,000 in five years for an object of such 
1 will say to my friend from || 


national importance? Open this commerce and 
its benefits will be felt by every State in the Union, 
especially the cotton growing States of the South. 
The statement of the honorable Senator from 
California, who has a better means of knowledge 
on the subject than I have, is, that $50,000 of post- 
ages will be received from the Sandwich Islands 
alone. I have no doubt of it, and I believe, too, 
that the Chinese will contribute a large amount 


|in postages. There are many Chinese in Cali- 
'| fornia. 


Mr. GWIN. Forty thousand of them. 
Mr. RUSK. And do they not write? 
Mr.G WIN. They are nearly always writing 


ing to take money from the Treasury to support || letters. They are the greatest letter-writers in the 
the great line to which he hes referred, until it || country. 


shall be able to pay its own expenses, which || 
would be but a short time. 1! must say, however, || very excellent citizens, and ~ 
that this bill will not make any difference in the || coming into California now witht 

mail facilities of the southern or northern section | of communication which they have. 


of the country; if we pass the bill it will not di- 
minish them, and if we reject the bill it will not | 
increase them. That objection, therefore, falls to | 
the ground. 

Well, sir, we have a State on the Pacific ocean, 


i 





Mr. RUSK. Well, sir,I am told they make 
are constantly 
e present means 
If these 
steamships are established, a great many more of 
them will come, and of course the correspondence 
will increase in the same ratio. 1 have not made 
calculations, but it is reasonable to suppose thata 
considerable revenue wil! accrue from that source. 
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It is not on that ground merely that I maintain | 
the bill, Itis because it provides for the exten- 
sion of our commerce in an important quarter of 
the world, It encourages that commerce, it wiil | 
have a beneficial effect on it, and, in my judg 
ment, a beneficial effect on the national interests 
of the country; and I doubt not the duties col- 
Jecied on the goods imported by the line, if estab- 
lished, will not only defray the expenses, but be 
a source of Jarge profits to the Treasury. We 
have incurred great expense to opgn this com- 
merce. Will you take no gteps to encourage and 
promote it? If we do not secure it, some other 
nation will. For my part, sir, | regard it as an 
object of great national importance. The more 
eummerce we have in the Pacific, the more cer- 
tainly and speedily shall we have a railroad to that 
ocean, a thing 80 necessary in @ national point of 
view. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I. is quite evident, I think, 
that we cannot dispose of this bill to-day. We 
have important business to transact in Executive 
session 

Mr. GWIN. 
ute, 

Mr. CASS. We all understand the question. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If we can take the vote 
] have no objection. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to sny a few words in 
reply to the Senator from Texas. He draws a 
preture of the progress which we have derived as 
a nation from California. 1 certainly have not 
undertaken to depreciate, here or anywhere else, 
from that progress, but the nation is indebted also 
for its prosperity to other sections of the country, 
Louisiana and Mississippi yield something to the 
national revenue. I| think they yield very largely 
to the nayonal prosperity. 

Mr. ROSK. Certainly, nobody denies it. 

Mr. BROWN. And yet I stated the fact in 
the few remarks which | submitted, and which the 
Senator overlooked entirely, that notwithstanding 
we have been appealing from year to yearin favor 
of New Orleans as the great outlet of southern 
trade, we have only been enabled to get one little 
line established there atacost of $75,000. 1 think 
that that section of the country, whilst I do not 
mean to depreciate the claims which your State, 
sir, has upon the Union, (Mr. We ier! being in | 
the chair,) may fairly set up some claim, not only 
on account of its age, but on account of its prod- 
ucts. You give to that country no interior facil- | 
ities; you give to it no ocean facilities. Notwith- 
standing the fact, which is perfectly well known 
to every man who has at all investigated the sub- 
ject, that the news from the country to which you 
now propose to send a mail could be brought to 
New Orleans and disseminated through the coun- 
try more rapidly than itcan becarried to New York 
and there disseminated, yet you pay $1,000,000 a 
year, and, | believe, something more, to carry it 
to New York, instead of having it brought into the 
port of New Orleans. } 

Mr. RUSK. The same contract goes to New 
Orleans. 


Mr. BROWN. 


I think we can vote in a min- 


I understand it is not the same 


contract. There is a line of steamers going from | 


New Orleans to VeraCruz. Whether there isany 


other line of steamers going there except the coast- | 
But thatis not the point | 


wise line, | donot know. 


that 1 propose to make. I expected the Senator 


to answer the proposition that I laid down, that | 
while we were paying, I care not whether it be | 
from the Post Office or from the National Treasury, | 
millions on millions of dollars to carry the mail to , 
foreign countries, we are denying mail facilities to | 


our own people. What matters it to us whether 
it comes out of the Post Office fund or out of the 
national fund. 


Treasury; so that that argument falls to the ground. 
It amounts, it strikes me, to scarcely anything 
except this, that when you make an appropriation 


from the National Treasury for a specific object, | 


it is infinitely more objectionable than when you | 
make it to the general fund of the Post Office De- 
partment, When there is a deficiency in the Post 
Office Department, you supply it by a general ap- 
priation of two, two and a hele, or three millions 
of dollars, and when you come to divide the 
money, the great West and Southwest are tuld it 
has all been divided somewhere else, aud there is | 
nothing left for them. 
Why, sir, | have been told a hundred times, 


When there is a deficit in the | 
Post Office fund, you make it up out of the National | 


and, | dare say, my friend from Texas has been 
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told quite as often, if not by the head of the Post | 
Office Department, at least by his subordinates, | 
how much our respective States pay into the Post | 


Office Department; how much revenue is derived 
from postages within the limits of our respective 
Stites; and, ike keeping a merchant’s books, if 
we had overdrawn the amount a |ittle they were 


' disposed to shut down on us; and right in the face 


of this we are asked to vote millions of dollars, 
first for one scheme and then for another. 

Il do not feel that my friend from Texas has at 
all answered the position which | took, that we 
ought to open up Lie Communication among our- 
selves, and keep up that sort of good neighbor- 
hood between the Kast and the West, the North 
and the South, which the Post Office Department 
vas esiablished to keep up, before we burden it 
down with these heavy appropriations; for, after 
all, though you may take this money, in point of 
fact, out of the Natronal Treasury, yet, in the 
general summing up, it is charged to the Post 
Oifice account. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Theremarks made 
by my ftnend from Mississippi make it neces- 
sury for me to state the reasons why | shall not 
vote with him on this proposition. ‘That Senator 
and myself have a common interest in the great 
mail facilities to which he has alluded—I mean the 
faciiities upon the Mississippi river and its tribu- 
taries. If t understand his position, bis objection 
to the proposition now betore the Senate is not 
so much upon the score of want of merit in the 
proposiuon itself, as upon the injustice done to the 
section of the country which he and | and others 
represent. My friend is right in many of his con- 
clusions in regard to this question; but he 1s not 
exactly right, | think, in all of them. 

‘I'he proposition betore the Senate ts to authorize 
the Postmaster General to contract for carrying 
the mail between San Francisco and Shanghai, at 
a sum not exceeding goU0,0U00 per annum. 
friend says that he is not prepared to go for this 
unul some justice is done to his constituents and 
to mine. Now, he will allow me to say that that 
justice has exactly Yeen done, not by the Post 
Office Department, but by the Senate; and the 


Senate is called upon now to direct or authorize | 


the Postmaster General to do this thing. Two 
years ago the Senate directed the Postmaster Gen- 


eral to do the very thing which he has not done— | 
the very thing of which my friend complains; and | 


the honorable Senator from Texas, and almost 
every Senator upon this floor, voted with us. ‘The 
Senators from Arkansas, Tennessee, and Missis- 


sippi were particularly interested in the establish- | 


ment of mail facilities between 


Louisville and | 


New Orleans, and St. Louis and New Ofleans, | 


and Memphis and New Orleans; and we passed 


a bill for the purpose over the direct and positive | 


rejection of the then Postmaster General under 
Mr. Fillmore. Afier he refused to do it, the Sen- 
ate passed a bill directing hi: to establish a daily 
mail communication between those points—a very 
similar thing to that which we are now asked to 
do. 
tion. 
The Senate has done its daty. 


W hy that has not been done is another ques- | 


We have | 


directed the Postmaster General to perform this | 


service; he has failed to doit; butthatis no reason 


why we should not instruet him now to establish | 


a line between San Francisco and Shanghai. If 


we have failed to get what the law entitles us to | 
receive, that Department is responsible to us and | 
the country; and I am in favor of holding it to its | 


responsibility; but [ am not willing, because it has 


done injustice to me and my constituents, to do | 


injustice to any other portion of the country. 
Mr. BROWN. I will show my friend the dis- 
tinction in the two cases. 


no appropriation out of the National Treasury to 
pay theexpense; you charged it upon the revenues 


of the Post Office Department, and it was made an | 


excuse for not establishing it that they had not 
money to pay for it. Now, if you make thisa 


charge upon the Post Office revenues also, you | 


deprive the Department of the argument which 
they used in our case, or else force them to show 
that they act in reference to this transaction in a 
manner different from that in which they acted in 
reference to the other. But you make a very 


wide difference when you throw the Department r n 
on its resources to carry one mail, and appropriate | however, that that is the situation of our Pa 


In the case of estab- | 
lishing the mail on the western waters you made || 
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out of the national Treasury to carry anothe, 
mail, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My friend ig Mis. 
taken again. The law directing the establishment 
of the mail service between Louisville, St, Lei 
and New Orleans, was not only passed, but th, 
contract was actually made for a sum exceed; 
$400,000 with Glover & Co.; and the difficulty 
was that when Glover & Co. came to execute the 
contract, the Postmaster General required tha: 
they should carry no freight at all upon their boats. 
that there should not be a barrel of flour upon 
them. Upon that mere pretext he repudiated the 
contract; and in that way we lost our mail ger. 
vice. The authority was specific, perfect, com. 
plete, and direct to the Postmaster General; and 
the contract was made by the Postmaster Geners| 
under the administration of Mr. Fillmore; but the 
present Postmaster General came in and repudj. 
ated that contract. ; 

Mr. BROWN. My friend seems not to under. 
stand my point. The payment for that service 
was to be made out of the revenues of the Ps 
Office Department—-the accruing revenues—jyt 
not out of an appropriation in the National Treas. 
ury. f understand the Postmaster General to 
have taken the ground that he could not let outa 
contract there. [ do not think the ground well 
taken; but he seems to think that there is some. 
thing in it which will prevent him from letting out 
a contract because he eon!d not get the money 
from the revenues of the Department to pay for it, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think my friend 
is wholly mistaken about this question. It has 
been asource of very great interest to me. I have 
watched it with great care, because | am more 
directly interested in it, perhaps, than any other 
Senator, living, as I do, at Memphis, the point of 
distribution for all these places. The difficulty is 
not as to whether the money should come out of 
the fund of the Department or the general Treas- 
ury. That was not the question; because the 
contract was made, and the money was to be paid 
out of the Post Office Department, if they had it, 
or, if not, of course it came out of the National 
Treasury. But I willsay to my friend from Mis- 
sissippi, that his objection does not apply; be- 
cause, if he will examine the proposals now being 
published every day in the newspapers, he will 
find that the present Postmaster General has ad- 
vertised over again for these very contracts. Then 
that objection does notapply. The simple ques- 
tion is this: for some cause or other, we Know not 
what, the Postmaster General chose to deny to 
Glover & Co. the execution of the contract, and 
is now offering proposals for the execution ofa 
law passed by the Congress of the United States. 
If we get it, it is all right; if we do not, it is our 
misfortune. 

The point, then, which I make, is, that we ought 
not to deny to any other portion of the county 
the benefits and the privileges which we have en- 
joyed, at least, at the hands of Congress. If the 
Postmaster General does not choose to establish 
this line, he certainly has the right to refuse, ac- 
cording to precedent; for he has refused to estab- 
lish ours. I shall vote for the bill, because I 
regard it as a matter of great national importance 
to encourage commerce between these great and 
important points. As for the revenues that may 
result from it, | shall not inquire into them. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr President, this bill was 
only reported on the 22d day of the present month. 
Many bills quite equal in importance were re 
ported long ago, but have not yet been brought 
before the Senate. As thisis one on which | have 
not positively made up my mind, and as I should 
like to consider it a little further, 1 move that the 


he 
- 


_ Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. GWIN. I hope not. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I regret very 


| much to delay the action of the Senate on the bill; 
but, after what has been said by other Senators, | 


cannot refrain from making a few observations. 
I have voted, hitherto, against the establishment 
of all these lines on the Atlantic ocean, or rather, 


1 should say, against establishing them by the 
'money of the General Government. 
| that our commerce on the Atlantic was capable of 
| sustaining itself. 


I believed 


I did not believe it required 
such an immense appropriation as the ocean mail 
steamers have cost, to carry iton. I do not think, 
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coast. I believe that it is necessary to open chan- 
nels of commerce between our Pacific coast and 


] 


the opposite shores of that ocean, I believe that 
the obtaining of that commerce is of sufficient na- 
tional importance to justify a vote in*favor of the 
measure now proposed. It is on that ground that 
[ support it; and | present this view as a defense 
to my own constituents for my action. 

But, sir, it is said that this measure will have a 
bad effect upon the mail facilities in my portion 
of the Union. 1 do not believe it will have any 
effect at all upon them; butif it has any, | am 
satisfied the effect will be as likely to be beneficial 
as to be injurious. | consider that we have already 
arrived at an exceedingly unfortunate position in 
regard to postal facilities, because the mail revenue 
does not equal the expenditure; and yet, in the 
opinion of some, it is not so far below it as to call 
for action at the hands of Congress to remove us 
from the point at which we have arrived; and 
Congress has refused to act. 

1 think the postage on letters should be in- 
creased. I believe the revenue should be increased 
by the action of Congress in some such way as 
that. I think we are now carrying letters at too 
low a rate, and certainly at the expense of what 
has always hitherto been a fixed policy of the 
General Government. In view of these facts, I 
have no objection to moving forward. If we move 
forward, and yield the facilities to which the in- 
terests of the country elsewhere are entitled, it is 
to be hoped that it will produce a good effect upon 
our legislation in regard to postage facilities. 

We shall be called upon to take some step, and 
no step can be taken that will not be for the ben- 
efit of the people among whom | happen to live. 
They, sir, covering a wide extent of country, are 
now suffering very much. | do not think this 
measure will be of any disadvantage tothem. In 
the first place, it takes nothing from the actual 
postal revenue which is received,and yet it points 
the public eye directly to the great difference that 
exists between the actual revenue and the cost of 
transportation. At the same time it does not ap- 
peal to the postage revenue for its support, but goes 
to the Treasury. When you turn the public 
attention to the fact that the postage system, con- 
trary to what has hitherto been the fixed policy 
of the country, is not supporting itself, but that it 
is becoming a charge upon the public Treasury, 
we shall either recur to the original policy, or 
abandon it altogether. If we recur to it, we shall 
make the Post Office Department support itself; 
and if that is done, it will be followed by an 
abridgment, and a very great abridgment, of all 
these foreign mail facilities; and it will be followed 
by what, it seems to me, is evidently absolutely 
necessary, that is, an increase of postage, which 
has been recommended by the Executive Depart- 
ment of the Government. 


We who live at extreme distances, and contrib- | 


ute largely to the postage revenues, have no credit 
for those contributions. A large amount of post- 
age is actually paid by us for which we receive 
no credit. How is this? When a farmer or 
planter in my State writes to a merchant in one of 
the eastern cities—New York, for instance—the 
merchant charges my constituent with the postage 
he pays on the correspondence, but the credit is 
given to the place where the eastern merchant 
lives. In this way, although we of the West 
really pay a very heavy amount of postage annu- 
ally, the eastern States get credit for it, and a 
charge is then brought against us that we do not 
pay sufficient revenue to entitle us to the mail 


facilities which we enjoy. Is this just? No sir, || 


it is injustice of the deepest dye. “It prevents us 
from getting that to which we are fairly entitled, 


S it is time something was done to remedy this 
evil. 


Now, sir, | am desirous to see the attention of | 


both branches of Congress drawn directly to the | 


recommendations of the Department, and to the 
burdens under which we labor. I hope that when 
Congress fully considers the matter, favorable ac- 
tion will be had in increasing the rates of letter 
postage, and thus increasing the postal revenue. 
f this be done, we in my section shall see what 
will be its effect upon us. I think it will have a 
beneficial effect. I think by that means we shall 
be relieved from many,of the difficulties under 
Which we labor at present. 

Sir, look at our position in reference to the ob- 
eet to be accomplished by this bill. There is 


|| Mississippi. 


_ transportation of the mail. 
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open to us on the Pacific, ready for us to take 
possession of, a trade for the purpose of obtain- 
ing which we have already spent millions of dol- 
lars. We have given very few mail facilities to 
our people on the Pacific. Here is an iniportant 
channel of commerce. They cannot of themselves 
go on and encourage the increase of it. If we do 
not come to their aid, they will make no progress 
in this respect. Shall we then refuse this boon to 
our Pacific brethren, particularly when it is not 
to be a charge upon the postal revenues, and will 
not therefore interfere with the mail facilities of 
either section of the Union? What will be the 
consequence of our standing still in this matter ? 
Why, the old system will go on. That is a sys- 
tem which | wish to see broken down. I wish to 
see the whole policy of making mail facilities de- 
pend on the postal revenue abandoned. I think 
it works unjustly to my section. 

[ look upon this as entirely different from the 
mail facilities which we have encourged and se- 
cured by the contracts upon the Atlantic ocean, 
and therefore I shall record my vote in favor of 
the proposition to establish this mail line from our 
western possessions on. the Pacific to the Asiatic 
continent. I think it is justifiable on other 
grounds, but I will not detain the Senate by going 
into them. 

Mr. BROWN. 


ment: 


I offer the following amend- 


Sec. — nd be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be required to establish a daily mail from Cincin- 
nati and St. Louis to New Orleans, and that he be author 
ized to draw upon the United States ‘Qreasury for such 
amount, over and above the accruing revenues on said 
route, as will pay the expenses of transporting said mail : 
Provided, Said sum shall not exceed $500,000. 

Mr. GWIN. I submit the question whether 
that amendment is in order. It is an entirely new 
proposition which does not at all pertain to the 
bill before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wetter.) 
The Chair thinks that that is not a point of order, 
but a question of propriety for the Senate to de- 
cide. 

Mr. BROWN. The bill certainly relates to the 
Whether that trans- 

portation be by ocean or river does not make any 
difference. 

Mr. GWIN. The title of the bill which it is 
proposed to pass is ** A bill to establish a line of 
steam mail ships between San Francisco, in Cali- 
fornia, and Shanghai, in China, touching at the 
Sandwich Islands and Japan.’”’ This amendment 
does not relate to that subject. 

Mr. BROWN. lI can move to amend the title 
hereafter, by adding ‘‘and for other purposes.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is compe- 
tent for the Senate, of course, to change the title. 

Mr. GWIN. I am in favor of the proposition 
contained in the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, but Iam entirely opposed to encum- 
bering this bill with it, Itcan come up and be 
acted upon separately. 

Mr. RUSK. I wish to suggest to the Senator 
from Mississippi that there is a daily mail be- 

| tween Cincinnati and Louisville. 

| Mr. BROWN. I was not aware of that; and, 
therefore, I will modify my amendment so as to 

| provide for a daily mail from Louisville, and St. 
ek and New Orleans. 

Mr. CLAY. I have no idea of abusing the 
patience of the Senate by making a speech at this 

| time of the day, but | wish to say a few words in 
| order to justify myself to my friends from Cali 
fornia, (Messrs. Wetter and Gwin,} and my 
constituents, for the vote I shall give. I can say, 
| that there is no State of the Union to which I 
_ would extend favors more cordially and gladly than 
to the State of Californie. | have many reasons 
for that feeling, which I need not declare. 

But, sir, the argument of my friend from Texas 
| did not meet the objection of the Senator from 
He says that if you make this ap- 


|| Propriation, it will not diminish the mail facilities 
|| now enjoyed by the State of Mississippi. | grant 


| it; but | ask whether it will not prevent the in- 
crease of those facilities? Other Senators from | 
southern States have complained of the difficul- | 
ties under which they labored from a deficiency | 
of mail facilities. I say there*is, perhaps, no 


State in the Union which has as just or greater || 


cause of complaint than my own State; and if 1 


were not to prefer her complaints at this time, if || 





' 





I were to remain silent wh others are com- 
plaining, | might expose myself to the reproach 
at home, of having been silent, and therefore 
admitting, by my silence, that I had no objection 
to make. As for my own State, I can say, what 
my colleague knows to be the fact, that North 
and South Alabama haye no !nter-communication 
whatever by mail, except with a pair of saddle- 
bags and apony. Thetwo extremes of our State 
are as widely separated as New York and Hunta- 
ville. Yet, sir, when our delegation in a body 
waited upon the Postmaster General, and com- 
plained of these things, the invariable answer 
was, that the Department was now upon the 
Treasury, and that it could not extend those fa- 
cilities unless we furnished the means. Under 
these circumstances, | should be doing injustice 
to my own section of country if I were to vote 
for this proposition. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment; and, on the question of ordering it to 
be engrossed for a third reading, Mr. Brown 
called for the yeas and nays; which were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 
19; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Allen, Brodhead, Cass, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Douglas, Fessenden, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, 
James, Johnson, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, 
Rockwell, Rusk, Seward, Slidell, Stuart, Wade, and Weil- 
er—. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Rayard, Bright, 
Brown, Chase, Clay, Dodge of lowa, Evans, Fizpatrick, 
Geyer, Gillette, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Pettit, Shields, 
Sumuer, and W illiams—19. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
now have lis third reading, if there be no oljec- 
uuon. 

Mr. BAYARD. If Ihave the right I object to 
its third reading now. The vote wasa email one, 
and | should prefer to have the final vote taken in 
a fuller Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. Does the Senator now object to 
the passage of the bil] ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido. I mean to ask for the 
yeas and nays on its passage when the Senate is 
fuller. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Delaware objects; and, therefore, the bill 
cannot now be as a third time, 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 

Ordered, That Maurice Powers have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, their Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the Speaker had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

An act for the relief of Joseph Jeffries and Jere- 
miah M. Smith; 

An act for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont; 

A Joint resolution directing the connection of 
the public surveys in Alabama, with the boundary 
line between the States of Alabama and Florida; 
and 

An act to enable the President of the United 
States to fulfill the third article of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and the Mexican Repub- 
lic, of the 30th December, 1853, as amended by 
the Senate of the United States. 

Which were then signed by the President pro 
tempore. 

RATES OF POSTAGE. 
| ‘The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill further to amend an act entitled 
«* An act io reduce and modify the rates of postage 
in the United States, and for other purposes,” 
passed March 3, 1851. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, the Senate 
again proceeded to the consideration of Executive’ 
business; and, after some time spent therein, the 
doors were reopened, and ; 

The Senate adjourned. 
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The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


transmitting, in reply to resolution of the House, 
information in regard to cutting and carrying awa 
timber by trespassers on the public lands? whic 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


EFFICIENCY OF THE UNITED STATES ARMY. | 


Mr. FAULKNER. 


I ask the indulgence of 


the House, not for any personal explanation, but | 


for a brief official explanation from the Committee 


on Military Affairs, which is due alike to this | 


body and the country. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
morning hour commenced ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It had better com- 
mence now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I should be happy to 
hear the gentleman after the expiration of the 
morning hour. 


Mr. COBB. That is the very time I should | 


myself make objection. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- | 


ginia asks the unanimous consent of the House for 
the purpose of making an explanation in regard to 
the businesa of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. FAULKNER. 


The Prevident of the United States in his message, 


and the Secretary of War in his very able report, || 


have earnestly called the attention of Congress to 
the demands and necessities of this branch of the 
public service. In consequence of the infirm health 
of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, (Mr. Bisseii,] whose absence 
from his place here at this time no one has more 
occasion to regret than I have, these recommenda- 
tions, which were matured in the form of bills, 
have not been pressed on the attention of this 
body as their importance and urgent necessity 
demanded. 

Now, | do not propose to ask of this House to 
fix any day for taking up the bill which proposes 
to increase the Army by the organization of addi- 
tional regiments; but there are two bills which I 
am now prepared to report, that are, I will say, of 
vital importance to the efficiency and organization 


of the Army, and ought to be passed at a very | 


early day. 1 shall not, of course, abuse the court- 


esy which has been so kindly extended to me by | 


these bills, further than to say that it is my delib- | 


erate conviction, unless some additional induce- 


ments are held out to enlistment, as provided in | 
one of these bills, in a very short time we shal! have | 


no Army to protect our frontier settlements. 
Small as our Army now is, and inadequate to 


all the wants of the country, thereis at this time a | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


Has the | 


| draw his objection. 


It is known to the House, | 
Mr. Speaker, that the condition of the Army at | 
this time requires promptand effective legislation. | 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


|| Virginia propose to make these bills the special 


order for that day? 


GLOBE 
_and retiring from service those who have become i Post Office Department and the deputy po 
munication from the Department of the Interior, || unfit to discharge their duties, that arealso import- |, ters of the country, more perfect than an 

|| ant, and demand the consideration of Congress. 


Stmas. 


thi 
| the kind that has heretofore existed in thie Gan 


/ernment: The accounts between the Post Office 
| Department and the deputy postmasters wil| be 
|| the stamp a&counte The necessity for your post 


Mr. FAULKNER. For that day, and until || bills, which now accompany your letters, wijj 


they are disposed of. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
special orders being made at this period of the 
session. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. MACE. [I ask the unanimous consent of 

the House to make a personal explanation, due 


| to myself and to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 


RicHARDSON.] 
utes. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Indiana will beat liberty to make 
his personal explanation. 


Mr. WALSH. I object. There will bea reply, 


It will not occupy over three min- 


| and we have had enough of these personal ex- 


planations. 
Mr. MACE. I hope the gentleman will with- 
I will not occupy over three 
minutes. 
Mr. WALSH. The gentleman from Louis- 


iana, [Mr. Hunt,] informs me that the name of 


|| the gentleman from Indiana has been connected 


with some personal matter, and in common justice 
I must withdraw my objection. 

Mr. MACE, It seems, from a telegraphic dis- 
patch referred to da 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Richarpson,] and 
published in the Times.newspaper of New York, 


that my name is embodied in that dispatch as || 


charging the gentleman from Illinois with having 
covertly perpetrated a fraud upon the House and 
country, in the substitute which he offered to the 
Nebraska and Kansas bill. I have this to say, 
that, so far as that dispatch is concerned, and so 


far as I am personally concerned, | am responsible || 


for no such charge. 


And in addition to that, it gives me great pleas- || 


ure to state that | can, with the rest of my friends, 
bear testimony to the honorable course of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, during the contest on the 
passage of the Nebraska bill. 


Nebraska bill, or any other bill, to deceive this 
House and the country. 


“ RATES OF POSTAGE. 


1 object to any | 


before yesterday by the || 


I am incapable of | 
charging that gentleman with anything like fraud || 
| in incorporating provisions in the substitute for the 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order | 
this House, in explanation of the provisions of | is the consideration of bill (No. 406) further to 
amend the act entitled *‘ An act to reduce and | 
modify the rates of postage in the United States, | 


and for other purposes,’’ passed March 3, 1851. 
Mr. OLDS. What motion is pending in regard 
to this bill ? 
The SPEAKER. To recommit and print. 
Mr. OLDS. 


I desire to withdraw the motion || 


demand for four thousand six hundred recruits, || to recommit the bill, for the purpose of moving an | 
and they cannot be had, because the pay author- || amendment. It will be recollected by the House 


| then be superseded. Each postmaster wil] be 
charged with the stamps which he receives from 
| the Post Office Department, and thus the accoun; 
which he will have to render to the Departmen: 
_ at the end of each quarter, will show the amount 
of business done and money received at his office, 
The bill makes a perfect system of accounts 
| which now you cannot have. And I am author. 
| ized by the Postmaster General to say, that he 
sees no difficulty in keeping the deputy postmas. 
| ters of the country supplied with stamps, so that 
| they may be had at all times for the purpose of 
| transacting the business of the different post offices 
of the country. He thinks that there is no greater 
difficulty in keeping them supplied with post office 
stamps and stamped envelopes, than there is now 
| in ee them supplied with post bills, as has 
to be done. 
Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I desire to ask the 
| chairman-of the Committee on the Post Office , 
and Post Roads this question. What amount 
does it cost the Government at this time for the 
establishment of distributing, post offices through 
the country? And what effect will this bill have 
on these distributing post offices ? 
Mr. OLDS. Iam unable to say precisely the 
number of distributing offices in the country. 
Mr. JONES. Wel , what is their percentage’ 
Mr. OLDS. The percentage is twelve and a 
| half under the new law on all matter which passes 
| through the office for distribution. This arises - 
in consequence of having to make a new register 
| and a new post bill for every letter passing through 
| the mail. The moment you pass this bill into a 
law, and adopt this system of keeping account by 
means of stamps, you do away with the necessity 
of having those post bills, and the necessity of the 
distributing offices of the country. You would 
need separating offices instead of distributing ones, 
1 am unable to say what amount of labor or ex- 
pense it will save You will require two addi- 
tional clerks in the Third Assistant Postmaster 
General’s Office, in order to keep the post offices 
| supplied with stamps; but it would do away with 
| a greater number of clerks in every distributing 


\| office in the country. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Do I under. 
stand the gentleman to say that his proposition 
wil do away with the distributing offices of the 
country? 


Mr. OLDS. I[ say it will do away with the 


|| necessity of having anything but separating of 


| fices. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE. Then the distributig 
offices can be abolished ? 

Mr. OLDS. Yes. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. That will be a very 
good thing. 





ized by law will not induce men to enter your | that some day towards the latter part of the last | 


Army. Between desertion and the expiration of | week, a communication appeared in the National | 

the period of enlistment, we shall, ina very short |, Intelligencer raising objections to the bill under 

time, be without any Army at all. || consideration, from the fact that it would be diffi- | 
I desire to have a day fixed by the unanimous || cult for the Postmaster General to supply the | 


consideration, [wish them considered before the || postage, and suggesting the additional difficulty | 
Army appropriation bill is taken up, which is the | that persons would buy up these stamps from the | 
first bill now upon the Calendar, after the civiland || different postmasters for the purpose of specula- | 
diplomatic bill is disposed of; and I am satisfied || tion. | 
that it will not take two days to dispose of these || Now, on consultation with some of the friends | 
two bills to which I refer, and which are deemed || of the bill, and with the Postmaster General, I | 
by the Department, and by all whounderstand the || have prepared an amendment which will meet | 
subject, ao essential to the existence and efficiency | every objection of this kind. The amendmentis | 
of the Army. to come in at the end of the thirty-eighth line as | 
I have deemed it my imperative duty to bring | an additional section of the bill. 
this subject to the attention of Congress, and feel | The amendment was read, as follows: 
thankful to the House for the courtesy which has | cand be it further enacted, That it shall not be lawful for 
extended to me the opportunity of making this || any postmaster, or other person, to sell any post office | 
oo <n if os is an omission to discharge || stamp oF stamped envelope for any larger hss dy = pnd 
this high public duty, which the country has a || Tike nedtiiedcer eat th Meee 
right = demand at ont hands, the reeponisitility | Sastep ofa eabianstanne, ond, SS eoditietinn wsteet, “shalt | 
must rest somewhere, and shall not be upon the || be fined in any sum not less than ten nor more than five | 
Committee on Military Affairs. Iam ready to |) hundred doliars, 
report these bills at any time; and | propose, if || 
the House will give its consent, to fix upon the 
5th mye July for taking them up for considera- | 
tion. There are other provisions in these bills 
regulating the pay of the officers of the Army, 


Mr. OLDS. Perhaps it is due to the House | 
| that I should say that the Postmaster General, and | 
| those having charge of post office business, are | 

ankxious for the passage of this bill. It opens up 


Mr. OLDS. One additional word of explana- 


| tion, in order to have the bill well understood, 
/ and { will leave the matter in the hands of the 


_ House. Some individuals seem to suppose thet 


this would require every person who would puta 
consent of this House to bring up these bills for || post offices with stamps for the prepayment of || 8 would require y pe ould p 


| letter into the post office to have a stamp. Thatis 
| notso. You require the postmaster, when he sends 
| the letter from the office, to put a stamp upon tt, 
| and that will be his account with the Post Office 
| Department. The individual who puts the letter 
in the offyee need not have a stamp, but he pays 
| his money to the postmaster just as he now does. 
| There is no further difficulty in this matter than 
there is now. An individual can pay the office 
| just as he does now, and the postmaster himself 


H pa the stamp upon the letter, and that stamp i8 


is account with the Department. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 1 would sugges 
to the gentleman from Ohio, that if this bill should 
become a law, the provision which requires the 
prepayment by stamps ought, at least, to take 
effect at a subsequent day. 

Mr. OLDS. It is so provided in the bill. That 


| provision will not go into effeet until the first 


January next, in order that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral may have time to supply the post offices with 


stamps. 
Mr. SMITH. I have had numerous complaints 


| a new system of keeping accounts between the |i from my district from postmasters, complaining 
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they could not get stamps, and for that reason 
pod requcttad me to 6° to the Post Office Depart- 
ment and get stamps forthem. Hence, with this 
difficulty existing, if this bill should take effect 
immediately, it would cut off the correspondence 
of the country almost altogether, until such stamps 
could be supplied to the distant offices. — 
merely to suggest this matter, and not with a view 
of objecting to the bill; for | am in favor of it. 
Mr. OLDS. There are about five thousand 
out of the twenty-three thousand postmasters of 
the country who are supplied with stamps, and 
who supply other postmasters in the neighbor- 
hood. But the moment you pass this bill into a 
law, the Postmaster General will make it his busi- 
ness to see that all the postmasters of the country 
are supplied with stamps. He will go at once 
about the business, and put the system into oper- 
ation. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


quires all letters to be prepaid, and prepaid by 
stamps? 

Mr. OLDS, It does. 

Mr. JONES. How, then, are you to get along 
in the post offices out in the interior of the coun- 
try, if their stamps should fail? 

Mr. OLDS. It is the business of the Post- 
master General to keep them supplied, and he 
will do so. A 

Mr. JONES. But there will be times, out in 
the remote parts of the country, when the post- 
masters will be out of stamps, and in that case, 
the people around the office will have no opportu- 
nity or power to send a letter at all. : 

Mr. OLDS. It is so in regard to the post bills | 
which are now used. 

Mr. JONES. But the postmasters can write a 
post bill and put his name to it. The bills are 
printed and furnished only as a matter of conve- 
nience. No postmaster can make a stamp, but 
he can write a pust bill which will be as valid as 
a printed one. 

Mr. OLDS. It is impossible to adopt any sys- | 
tem that will not be liable to some objection, at 
least of as much importance as that presented by 
the gentleman from Tennessee against this bill. | 
Sir, you cannot make your bread unless you have 
your flour or meal #and such being the case, ever 
mae housekeeper will keep a supply on hand. | 


ell, if this is indeed the only mode of paying || 


the postage on letters, the postmasters will be 
likely to keep a supply on hand. 

The Postmaster General can ascertain, at the 
end of every quarter, from the return of each dep- | 
uty postmaster, how many stamps he has on 
hand; and it will be perfectly easy for him to pro- 
vide a supply in advance. | pow see no difficult 


in the way of always keeping a supply on hand. || 


But if an office should sometimes run out of | 


stamps, the inconvenience would be worthy of || 


little consideration, when comparéd with the great | 
good that will be the result of the adoption of this | 
system, by which the Post Office Department will | 
be able to keep an account with all the deputy 
postmasters in the country. 

Sir, you have no such system now. 
take to say, that if your deputy postmasters were 
to keep back ten per cent. of their receipts, all the 
clerical force now in the employ of the Depart- 
ment could not detect them. Why, sir, I wastold, 


e had a building covering the whole of the 
ost Office square, and you had a clerical force 
sufficient to ak the whole building, from the 
basement to the fo 
impossible to examine the accounts of the deputy 
postmasters of the country. 

Now, sir, when it is proposed to do away with 
& system so loose as the present, and to substitute 
for it a system so simple and so perfect as that 
which I now propose, r 
pared to refuse the change from so frivolous an 
objection as that? Sir, the Postmuster General 
will pe care that the deputy post offices are kept 
su : 


THE. 


I wished || as well as post offices. 


As I understand | 
the bill is not printed, 1 wish to inquire if it re- 


1 under. || 


urth story, it would then be | 


ask if gentlemen are pre- | 


| other side of the House in reference to the diffi- 


culty of obtaining stamps in all cases. [| think, 
when it comes to be generally understood through- 
out the country that the payment of postage is to 


be by stamps, they will become an article of uni- | 


versal necessity, and will be kept in all the stores 


| anything in that objection. 


ifthe postmasters should get out of stamps, it | 


| would be easy to obtain them from the stores. 
| They would circulate as freely as dimes or three 
cent pieces; and there could not pees be any 
| difficulty in reference to the supply. They will 

become an article of universal demand, and there 
| canhot be danger of their running out. 


these stamps will come into universal circulation. 
Well, sir, that is another serious objectionto me. 
They will to that extent become a paper currency. 

Mr.STANTON. | beg my colleague’s pardon. 
I did not say that these postage stamps would be- 
come a circulating medium. | said they would 


become an article of universal necessity; that they | 


would be found in the stores, and that there would 
| be no difficulty in reference to there not being a 
supply 


| into general circulation. 
| stands now, as | understand it—it has not been 
printed, and I have not had an opportunity to ex- 
amine its provisions—it requires that your post- 
age shall be prepaid; and prepaid in what’ In 
| stamps. That, in my opinion, is in palpable vio- 
lation of the Constitution of the United States, 


| which says Congress shall not make anything a | 
tender in payment of debts except gold and silver | 


coin. 
You have, by law, required the payment of three 
| cents as postage on a single letter. 


| which to that amount is a legal tenderin payment 


| of debt from one citizen to another. When a man || 


| goes to the post office with a letter and three cents 
in the current coin of the country to pay its post- 


not be received in payment of the postage, but that 
it shall be given for a piece of paper which shall 
| be received in payment for the postage. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. That paper is in the re- 
| ceipt. 

Mr. JONES. You require him to buy the 
| paper with your coin, and to give that paper in 
| payment of postage. 
| of these stamps. 


| 


pay the three cent piece. 


| country. 
Mr. SAGE. 


|| of the Committee on the 


} 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
i} 
} 


|| would favor the measure. 


|! since. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| jons of the bill 


I do not, therefore, see | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My colleague says || confusion in the mail 


There has | 
| been authorized the coining of a three cent piece | 


age, your bill says that the three cent piece shall | 


A man may want but one 
Some may not want to write 
letters very often, and the man who would want 
to pay postage on one letter only, would rather || ter throughout that whole section o 

But, as | said before, if one of these offices 
should get out of stamps from neglect or accident, 
or any other cause, and the individual goes there | 
with his letter and money, he cannot procure the | 
stamp, the only medium by which he can pay the | 
postage. It seems to me that there should be pro- | 
vision that individuals may, if they choose, pay | 
the postage on letters in the current coin of the | 


Mr. OLDS. With the gentleman’s permission, 
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which has been introduced by the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, | am inclined to support 
it. I think that the principle it involves ig the 
proper one; and also, that the objection which the 
honorable member from Tennessee has urged will 
be found not to operate in the manner he has in- 
dicated, I think it will be just as convenient for 
the Department to furnish all these post offices 
with the requisite amount of stamps as it is with 
the requisite amount of post bills, as now fur- 
nished by the Department. 

The amendment which I have sent to the 
Speaker’s table | desire to see adopted. Every 
member of this House knows that there is great 
service throughout the 
country. I have heard it attributed, in a great 
measure, and I believe correctly attributed, to the 
distributing post offices, which are established all 
over the country; not established, in many in- 
stances, where the public interests require thatthey 
should be established, but established by political 
influences, or by personal favoritism, in order that 
certain points may be favored, and certain post- 
masters may get the commissions which follow 


: |, from the establishment of these distributing offices. 
Mr. JONES. Then they will go, tosome extent, | 


But, sir, as this bill | 


For instance, a letter from Washington to my 
own residence, Galena, has to be distributed at 
some two or three points on the route, as I under- 
stand it, and delayed at each of these points, I 
can travel from this city to my own residence, by 
the ordinary mode of conveyance, from one to 
three days quicker than letterscan go by the mail 
on the same route of travel, for the reason I have 
stated, that these letters have to be distributed at 
various points, for instance, I believe at Pitta- 
burg, perhaps at Toledo, and certainly at Chicago, 

Hence, | say, this thing should be corrected. 
It is the duty of Congress to interpose and 
abolish these distributing offices, which are no 
more or less than nuisances to the mail service. 
There was a distributing office at Galena, Llinois, 
which, if there were to be distributing offices in 
the country at all, should have been continued 
as & distributing office, as that city is the great 
center of business and commerce for the whole 
northwestern country. Without any notice, with- 


| out any good reason given, and in defiance of pub- 
|| lic sentiment, and to the vast injury of the mail 
|| service for the entire northwest, the distributing 


office was removed from that place, where ut 
should be, if anywhere, to another place on the 


| other side of the river—a point that is inconve- 
| nient and is out of the way—and with no other 
|| effect than that of delaying and cones mail mat- 


the country. 
I say it is time that Congres should put a stop 
| to this abuse and this delay in the transmission 
of the mails for the purpose of adding to the com- 
missions of postmasters. I contend that there is 
no necessity for this distribution of letters between 
Washington, Chicago, St. Louis, and Galena, 
| three great points in the West. They might be 

mailed directly to the points where they are to go, 

without going through all this machinery, and 


would call the attention of members of the 


|| without being subjected to all of these delays. [ 
I would suggest to the chairman || Honus: 


ost Office and Post 
Roads the propriety of having the bill printed. | 
| [ believe that there is a want of information among 
|| many members of the House in reference to its | 
at the Post Office Department yesterday, that if || provisions, who, when they understand them, 
It is well known that | 
‘| a bill somewhat similar was defeated a few days || 


| who have witnessed the operation of this very 


thing, to look to it, and see if we cannot strike a 
| blow at this system which shall end in facilitating 


|, the mail service, and putting a stop to all the vex- 


| atious delays growing out of the existing state of 
| things. 

| Mr. JONES, of New York. I am satisfied that 
| this whole question of distributing post offices is 


|| entirely misunderstood. The system was discon- 


'| I will say that the bill now under consideration is || tinued at the time that I held the office of post+ 


| sending to the document room for it. 
| Mr. SAGE. 
i] the bill. 
|| ton that the objection of the gentleman from 
| 





| no more than the fifth section of the substitute for || master, some four years ago. 


en- 
nessee will not operate tothe extent to which he 
speaks. This is an important change, and one || ence can arise from that cause. 


I know nothing 


House bill No. 330, with the amendment now || about it since that time; but the custom then was 
| proposed. Gentlemen can get the substitute by || to have letters sent direct from here to the furthest 
|| point. Letters posted here, and directed to Galena, 
1 am myself prepared to vote for || were sent direct from this point to Galena; and 
I think thatit is right; and I am of opin- || that had been so for the last six years. 

With respect to the trouble of not having 


stamps, ! am very confident that no inconveni« 
The smaller 


r. STANTON, of Tennessee. ff the gen- |! which will result in good to the Department, and | offices in the country, when they had exhausted 


tleman from Ohio will allow me, I desire to say @ 
single word. I do not know whether this bill 
eo to increase the rates of postage or not. 
f it does, 1 should be opposed to it. As to the 


idea of prepayment in all cases, however, | am: 
decidedly in favor of it; and I do not see anything 
In the objection of my honorable collengue on the 














venience and benefit to the people. 
‘| may be adopted. 

| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 

'| amend by adding the following: 

“And all the distributi 
'| be discontinued from the 





me that this act takes effect.”’ 


a 


post offices in the country shall 





| Mr. Chairman, so faras 1 understand the provis- 


I hope it || their stock of post bills, have been always in the 
|| habit of giving the mail to the mail carrier to have 
I move to } 


brought to the nearest office to be mailed. All 
the merchants, storekeepers, and business men of 
| the country—if the prepayment of letters is made 
| compulsory—will keep themselves supplied with 
‘ stamps. 
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Besides, the intention of this law is not that the 
postage shall be paid in specie or in stamps, but 
that tne postmaster himself, when the postage is 
paid in specie, ahall, instead of stamping the letter 
** paid,’’ affix upon it a postage stamp, for which 
the Government has received its three cents, thus 
rendering it morally impossible to defraud the 
Government in the matter. It should be under- 
stood that post bills, so far as the Post Office De- 
partment is concerned, are utterly worthless in 
guarding the Department from fraud. They fur- 
nieh no guarantee whatever against its being 
cheated. But, in this case of prepayment by 
stamps being enforced, the Government cannot 
possibly be defrauded, 1 now call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HAVEN. IThope the gentleman from New 
York will withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion? I only desire to say One word on the sub- 
ject of this bill. 

Mr. JONES. I will withdraw it, if the gentle- 
man promise to renew the call. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido so. 

I do not desire to answer any argument or sug- 
gestion that has been made here; but I simply 
desire to say to the House that [ have examined 
this question with a little care, when we had debate 
up the other day on the other post office bill that 
was defeated in the House. The House will 
recollect that | made a little ineffectual effort at 
that time to save the latter section of that bill. I 
thought then that I knew what 1 was about. I 
was of the opinion then that the latter sections of 
the bill were unobjectionable. I think that this 
bill now before the House is substantially the 
same in its character as the latter sections of that 
other bill were. 
passed, I think that the business poruon of the 





country; I think that the remote and agricultural | 


sections of the country; I think that every portion 
of our citizens will be satisfied with this bill. 

I do not think that itis avmatter of any great 
consequence or moment that this bill should pass. 
There are reasons, | think, why it should pass, 
but I do not believe it is of any great moment. It 


is a bill of which nobody will complain, unless it 


be the proprietors of newspapers of large circu- 
lation In our cities, as I think it increases the 
burdens on them a little. 


and other members of the House, have more 
knowledge than I have. 


But in other respects the bill is a proper one. | 


The prepayment of postage, to which the gentle 
man from Tennessee |Mr. Jones} objects as im- 


practicable, I think he will see, on further consid- | 


eration,isnotso. If men have not postage stamps 
to affix to their letters, they may leave money for 
the purpose, and the postmaster can affix the 
stamps and forward the letters. 
not think that this is a matter of any great conse- 
quence, but still it is a bill which I should like to 
see passed. 
question, 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


main question ordered to be now put. 

rr READY. I move to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question -was then taken upon Mr. Wasu- 
BURNE’s amendment to the amendment; and it 
was rejected. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Oxps’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to. 

The question then being upon ordering the bill 
to be e: grossed and read a third time, it was put; 
and decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

rossed ? 


Is the bill en- 


The SPEAKER. The amendment is not en- 


grossed. 
Cries of ** Let it pass !’’] 
he SPEAKER. The bill or amendment is 


not engrossed; and if objection is made, it must go 


over until it is engrossed. 

Mr. OLDS. Inthat case when will it come up 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider it. 
It is a new case. 

Mr. OLDS. Is it not in order to have a time 
fixed when it shall have its third reading? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 
have its third reading? 


i} 
Cries of “* Now!’ ** Now 1"7) 
he queetion wae put upon the motion that the |! 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


I am entirely willing to see it | 


On this subject, how- | 
ever, the gentleman who has charge of the bill, | 


As I said, I do | 


I now renew the call for the previous | 





When shall the bill |) 








bill have its third reading now; and it was agreed 
to. 


Mr. JONES. [ ask if the bill can be read now, | 


unless it 1s first engrossed? 

TheSPEAKER. Upon what principle? 
a new question to the Chair. 

Mr. JONES. It has not been engrossed, and 
I ask the Chair if it can be read before it 1s en- 
grossed? ‘The order of the House is that the bill 
shall be engrossed, and read a third ume. 

The SPEAKER. ‘lhe doctrine of the parlia- 
mentary law is, that the House may fix the ume 


It is 


for the reading of a bill a third time; and it cannot * 


be read a third time until it is engrossed. 
shall be engrossed, it will be read to-day: 

Mr. OLDS. Is it in order to move to recom- 
mit the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order, but the Chair 
will suggest that the order of the House to read 
the bil! to-day will keep it before the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I! desire to understand the exact 
position of this bill if the House 
sideration of other business now. 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House is, 
that the bill shall be read the third time to-day. 
The Chair does not know what the practice of this 
body has been in such cases; for no such case has 
ever been made upon him before since he has 
served here. The parliamentary law gives the 
House the right to fix the time at which a bill 
shall have its third reading; the House did order 


If it 


by a very large vote that it should be read to-day. 


The Chair decides that, ifit should be engrossed 
any time during the session to-day, the order must 
be executed. 

Mr. JONES. Well, sir, toavoid all difficulty, 
I will withdraw my objection. 

The bill was then read a third time. ; 

Mr. OLDS. I movethe previous question upon 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Although the call for the 
previous question has been seconded, | desire to 
propound a question to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, on the 
answer to which my vote will depend. 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


Roads what is the effect of the bill on newspaper 
issues? 


Mr. OLDS. 


It has no effect on newspaper 
issues whatever. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in || 


the affirmative—yeas 104, nays 55; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, James C. Allen, 


Willis Allen. Ashe, Banks, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, | 


Bridges, Brooks, Campbell, Carpenter, Caskie, Chastain, 
Clark, Cobb, Cook, Corwin, Curtis, John G. Davis, Daw 
son, De Witt, Dickinson, Dowdell, Eastman, Eddy, Ed- 


mundson, English, Faulkner, Fenton, Flagter, Piorence, || 
| Franklin, Gamble, Goodrich, Green, Grow, Wiley P. Har- | 
| ris, Harrison, Ha-ting-, Haven, Hendricks, Hillyer,Hughes, | 


Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Roland Jones, 


| Kerr, Kittredge, Kurtz, Lamb, Latham, Lilly, Lindsley, 


McDougall, McMullin, McNair, Mace, Macy, Matteson, 
Maxwell, May, Middieswarth, Smith Miller, Morgan, Mur- 
ray, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Packer, 
Parker, Peck, Peckham, Phillips, Pratt, Richardson, Rid- 
dle, Robbins, Sabin, Sage, Seward, Shannon, Samuel A. 
Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, David 
Stuart, John J. Taylor, Trout, Tweed, Vail, Vansant, Wade, 
Elliha B. Washburne, Israel Wa-hburn, Wells, John 


|| Wentworth, Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—104. 


NAYS—Messrs. Appleton, Bell, Bennett, Benson, Ca- 
ruthers, Chrisman, Churchwell, Clingman, Cox, Craige, 
Crocker, Cullom, Thomas Davis, Dean, Dick, John M. El- 
liott, Ellison, Etheridge, Everhart, Farley, Giddings, Green- 


|| wood, Aaron Harlan, Hiester, Houston, Howe, Hunt, 


George W. Jones, Keitt, Letcher, Lindley, McCulloch, 
John G.Miller, Millson, Morrison, Mordecai Oliver, Phelps, 
Preston, Pringle, Puryear, Ready, David Ritchie, Ruffin, 
Russell, Sapp, Shaw, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Tracy, Upham, 
alea Walsh, Tappan Wentworth, Yates, and Zollicof- 
‘er—55. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. OLDS. I move to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed, and that that motion be | 


laid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ALTERATION OF THE JOURNAL. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desire to 


GLOBE, 


goes to the con- 


I demand the yeas | 


That can only be done by | 


| would ask the chairman | 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post || 





June 29, 


|| say 'to the House that! was accidentally out of 
_ the House yesterday at the time of the final pas. 
| sage of the ten million bill, I was detained awa 
on account of the storm; and as my vote will! not 
change the result, | ask the consent of the Houge 
to have my vote recorded in favor of the bill, 
Mr. JONES, of New York. As the gentle. 
man has accomplished all he wishes to accomplish 
I object. , 
ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


Mr. ORR. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr.ORR. Then | move that the House do 
now proceed to the consideration of the business 
upon the Speaker’s table, so that we may take up 
and act on the resolution fixing the day of adjourn. 
ment for this session, 

(Cries of ** Good !’’} 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The following is the resoly. 
tion, as adopted by the House: 

‘* Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the President 
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represeyp. 
atives adjourn theirrespective Houses on Monday, August 
14, attwelve o’clock, m.”’ 

The Senate amended by striking out all after the 
words ‘* respective Houses,” and inserting in |iey 
thereof, as follows: 

“From twelve o’clock, m., July 17, until Monday, the 
16th October next.”’ ‘ 

Mr.ORR. I move to substitute for the Senate 
amendment the following: 

Sine die on Monday, the 31st of July, at twelve o’clock, 
nh. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would inquire of the Chair 
whether, under the rules, an amendment is in or- 
der to a Senate amendment? I believe after a bill 
has gone to the Senate, and been there amended, 
that when returned, that amendment is not amend- 
able. 

The SPEAKER. 
Senate amendment. 

Mr.SEWARD. Then there is no end to legis. 
lation 

Mr. ORR. Will the Clerk report the modif- 
cation | have made since the resolution was sent 

/up to the desk? Itis the insertion of the words 
‘at twelve o’clock, m.,”’ so tha the session will 
terminate at twelve o’clock. 

Mr. PECKHAM. If the previous question is 
| sustained, will the vote be first upon the amend- 
ment now offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] or will it be upon the 
amendment of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. It will be first upon the 
amendment to the amendment of the Senate; or, 
' in other words, upon the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina. If that fails, then 
the vote will be upon the proposition of the Senate, 

Mr. WALLEY. I rise toa question of order, 
I wish to ask the Chair whether, in his opinion, 
it is in order for the House to armend the proposi- 
tion now returned from the Senate. The House 
adopted a resolution, and sent it to the Senate for 
their jointaction. The Senate amended the action 
of the House, and sent it back here for the con- 
currence of this House. I ask the Chair if the 
|| question is not, Will the House concur, or not 
| concur, in the amendment of the Senate ? 
| TheSPEAKER,. They can concur with or 
|| without amendment. 

Mr. WALLEY. The gentleman from South 
|| Carolina proposes to strike out the whole action 
| of the Senate, and therefore it will not be a con- 
‘| currence. 

| The SPEAKER. It is germane to the amen¢- 
| ment of the Senate. 

|| Mr. WALLEY. But the resolution of the 
Senate proposes a recess. 

The SPEAKER. A proposition which the 
gentleman proposes to strike out. The amend- 
ment of the Senate, it will be recollected, is to® 
resolution of the House, which proposed to ad- 
journ sine die, The Senate proposed to takes 
recess. The ‘Chair decides that the House may 
amend the amendment of the Senate. The 
amemiment of the gentleman from South Caro- 
ina is certainly in order. . 

Mr. WASHBUIEIN, of Maine. I wish to in- 

uire of the gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. 

RR,] whether he proposes to move the previous 
question immediately, and if so, to ask him if he 
will not give way for an amendment to the or! 


It is in order to amend the 
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inal proposition, so that if he moves the previous 
yesuon, aud his amendment fails, we may act 
upon the amendment | desire to offer as well as 
upon the resolution of the Senate. ‘The amend- 
ment | propose is to provide ** that the Senators 
and Representatives shall not be entitled to, and 
shall not receive, per diem during the recess.”’ 

Mr. ORR. It was my purpose before taking 
my seat to demand the previous question. [| have 
no desire to preclude any motion being made with 
a view of obtaining the sense of the House as to 
the ume we shall adjourn, or whether we shall 
havea recess. [am myself opposed to a recess. 
I believe that we can finish the necessary business 
of thecountry by the 3lstof July—the day that has 
been indicated in the amendment I have offered. 
At the time when the original motion was made 
fixing the 14th of August as the day for adjourn- 
ment, we had then before us the Pacific railroad 
bill, which promised to consume a great deal of 


time, and we also had before us a proposition to 


appropriate $10,000,000 to carry out the provisiéns 
of the late Mexican treaty. Those questions have 
now been disposed of, and looking back to the 
history of the previous legislation of the country, 
I think we may safely say that the appropriation 
bills may all be passed by the 31st of July, besides 
disposing of the business which may arise during 
the morning hour. I think it would not be safe 
for us to fix an earlier day for adjournment than 
the 31st of July. 

Mr. BOCOCK. [If the gentleman from South 
Carolina will allow me, I desire to say a word or 
two on this subject. 

Mr. ORR. Certainly. 

Mr. BOCOUK. | desire, in the beginning, to 
ask the gentleman from South Carolina, if he has 
made his calculation as to the amount of business 
that can be done by the House by the 3lstof July. 
1 supposed when the amendment was offered by 
him that the day of adjournment had been fixed 
upon solely in relation to the passage of the ap- 
propriation bills. The gentleman, in the remarks 
which he has made since he rose, has let out that 


idea, has conveyed the intimation to the House | 


that he thinks by the 3lst of July the appropria- 
tion bills can alone be passed, and that all other 
business must lie over, except, perhaps, such bus- 
iness as may be transacted in the morning hour. 
Now, | am as much in favor of anearly adjourn- 
ment as any member on this floor. I have voted 
for the proposition for an early adjournment when- 
ever | thought there was a chance of our being 
able to transact the necessary business of the 
House. But I think we might as well adjourn in 
the beginning of the session as leave the necessary 
business of legislation undone. There is no virtue 
inan early adjournment which leaves the business 
of the country undone. 
pealing to the people on any sueh ground. I came 

ere to participate in doing the business of the 
country, and | want to do it, and to do it as soon 
as possible, and when the business is done I want 
to go back to the people, and tell them that our 
duty is performed. 

Now, sir, there are various bills here to be dis- 
posed of. I have charge of one, and I speak only 
for that one. I know, however, that there are 
various other bills of importance to be acted on. 
There is the bill for the reform of the Army, for 
instance. Then, | am sure there are bills to be 
acted on which the gentleman behind me [Mr. 
Disney] has in charge. There are still other bills 


forward, and in which thecountry feels an interest. 
But | have nothing to say about any of them for 
which [| am not peresiiaily responsible. 

I ask the gentleman from South Carolina, there- 
fore, to give me two days for the bill which I 
have in-charge, and which I think one of essen- 
tial interest to the country. It isa bill which is 
calculated to confer great benefits upon our Re- 

ublic. If the gentleman from South Carolina 
has fixed the 3lst of July asthe day for the ad- 
Journment of the House, in relation merely to 
the appropriation bills, I ask him to give me only 
two days for mine. 





















allowing the extra two days for the consideration 
of the bill on which the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs has labored much this session, and which I 
want to have brought before the House and acted 
on in some shape or other. I ask that this time 

given to me for the purpose I have indicated, 





1 do not believe ia ap- | 


to the disposition of which the country is looking | 


Let him fix the day of ad- | 
ournment as the 2d of August for the purpose of 





and I leave it for other gentlemen to take care of 
their own interests. 

Mr.ORR. [| have some bills in the disposition 
of which | feel an intetest myself, as well as the 


gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Bocock)} does in 
his. But 


Mr. DISNEY, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina yield me the floor for 
a moment: 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. It is, that the gentleman trom 
South Carolina cannot hold the floor and yield it 
to others in that way. There area great many 
members Kere, | have no doubt, who wish to ex- 
press their views on this subject. I hope, there- 
fore, that the gentleman from South Carolina, 
when he has made hisspeech, will yield the floor, 
and give to gentlemen at the head of committees, 
and others who wish to express their views, an 
opportunity to do so. 

+ Several Memsers. Certainly, certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Inreply to the question of 
order raised by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
the Chair decides that it is in order for a gentle- 
man occupying the floor to yield it for explana- 
tion, but for explanation alone. ~ 

Mr. JONES. Exactly; but itis notin order 
for him to yield it to others to make speeches. 

The SPEAKER. No; it is not in order to 
yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. DISNEY. Lask the gentleman from South 
Carolina to yield me the floor for a personal ex- 
planation, 

Mr. ORR. In a moment. 

The appropriation bill proper may be disposed 
of even before the 3Ist of July. If the gentle- 
man from Virginia wants but two days, and if he 
can reach his bill there will be ample time to have 
it considered. | have no doubt that much more 
than two days will be consumed in matters which 
lam free to say, are of much less importance 
than the bill which the gentleman from Virginia 
has in charge. 

Now, as to the necessary business of the coun- 
try, | am not one of those who believe that Con- 
gress is serving the people most when they legislate 
most. The great bane of our system of govern- 
ment, if there be any bane in it, is the tendency 
of all our legislative bodies to pass too many laws. 
Now, I think the business may be finished up by 
the day that | propose for adjournment. I think 
that my friend’s naval bill may be disposed of 
before then. I think that the Army bill, which 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. FauLkner] 
spoke of this morning, may be also disposed of. 

Mr. COBB. What about the railroad bills? 

Mr. ORR. I think that with a little caution 
on the part of the gentlemen having charge of the 
railroad biils, as the gentleman from Alabama 
desires my opinion as to them, they may be dis- 
posed of too. I think that in the morning jour 
we may pass all those bills that ought to be passed. 

Mr. DISNEY. I, for one, sir,am exceedingly 
opposed to the agitation of the question of adjourn- 
ment at this time,and I hope the House will look 
into and examine the amount of business pending 
berore it, and before its committees. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands is filled to repletion with 
matters of the most important character, intrusted 
to it for examination; matters involving the in- 
vestigation of questions both of law and fact. But 





| allof them with a large amount of business which 
they are exceedingly anxious to get before the 
House, and have been unable to do so. No gen- 
tleman knows better than the gentleman from 

| South Carolina, that if we go on and make this 
early adjournment, regardless of this amount of 
business, the effect will be that you will come here 
at the next short session, and pass only the ne- 

| cessary appropriation bills, and all this immense 


| amount cf matter will go over until the next Con- | 


of new members, and the whole business which 
is now prepared, and ready to be acted upon, wil! 
have to be reinvestigated, and will again encumber 
our Calendar. 


| not only that committee, but the various other | 
committees of this House have struggled for the | 
floor for weeks and months, and each, and perhaps | 


[t is in this way that matters con- | 
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| be able to keep the House together ? 


tinue before Congress year after year, and it is | 


| 
| 
| 
' 
| 
' 
| 
| gress, which will be composed of a large number 
' 
| 
i 
|| for this reason that we have matters upon our 


| Calendar which have been before Congress for | 


| half a century. 
} The committee with which I have the honor to 
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be connected has an immense amount of business 
before it, and ready to be acted upon, important 
in ts character. That business has reference, not 
only to railroad bills, but to matters connected 
with our public domain of a most umportant na- 
ture. These matters have beefi examined, and 
examined with care, and the committee are anx- 
tous to make their reports to the House. But it ia 
manifest that this early adjournment has no refer- 
ence whatever to anything but the passage of the 
appropriation hills. 

I have an incident relating to this matterand 
gentlemen will pardon me for referring to it. A 
gentleman upon this floor, the other day, an- 
nounced to the House that, in his judgment, all 
the important business of the House could be 
transacted within the ume indicated for the ad- 
journment. The next day he calied upon me to 
inquire in relauon to a bill in which he was in- 
terested, which was under my charge, and which, 
in his judgment, is a bill of the utmost import- 
ance. I was compelled tosay to him that it could 
not be reached. Yet he had stated to this House 
that there was time enough, before the day desig- 
nated tor adjournment, to transact all the import- 
ant business of the House. 

Now, I beseech this House to reflect upon this 
matter, and not give way to their anxiety to get 
away from this warm weather; but really to sit 
down and examine the amount and character of 
the business before them. 

In my opinion there is but one way to do, and 
that is to refer this matter to a committee of this 
House to examine into the amountand character of 
the business before the House. When they shail 
have done so, and the committee have reported, 
the House can act intelligently and understand- 
ingly upon the subject, and gentlemen will not be 
cut oll from the considtration of matters in which 
they feel a personal interest. They sometimes 
forget themselves, and get up here and say that all 
the important business can be transacted, when 
there are matters in which they are interested, and 
which cannot possibly be reached before the early 
day indicated for adjournment. 

But we cannot adjourn at that early day. Ajl 
this thing is ill advised. Let the matter be re- 
ferred to one of the committees of the House, and 
let them examine it before we undertake to fix a 
day for adjournment. If you adjourn at the time 
fixed in the amendment of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, you will sacrifice, to a vast ex- 
tent, the interests of the country. Itis wrong. I 
would like to have the matter examined by a com- 
mittee, and I hope it will be referred. 

Mr. ORR. The committee will perhaps par- 
don me for one moment more. I have no objec- 
tion to my friend from New York manifesting a 
disposition to pass upon all the business of the 
House; but my friend has been hure long enough 
to know thatif we wereto sit here from now until 
the first of December, we should not dispose of 
the private claims alone which encumber the Cal- 
endars of Congress. As for disposing of all the 
business which has been brought before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and which has been, or 
will be, reported buck by them for the action of the 
House, that alone, if properly examined, would 
occupy the time of the House for three months. 
So that it is useless to talk of disposing of all the 
business before the House. j 

We are already approaching the middle of sum- 
mer. Most of us have been absent from our 
homes for more than seven months. The hot 
weather is upon us; we know that a disease is ap- 
proaching*us from all sides; and suppose it should 
make its appearance here, | ask whether we should 
Should we 
not at once find ourselves without aquorum? Is 


| it not important that we should pass the necessary 


appropriation bills and go home? Then, whea 
we come back in December, let us go to work and 
not adjourn over from Thursday to Monday, as 
we are in the habit of doing. If thw naval bill 
under the charge of my friend from Virginia [Mr. 
Bocock] is not disposed of during the present 
session, let us then take it up and dispose of it. 
We could have disposed of that and of the Pacifie 
railroad bill in the time we have lost by adjourn- 
ment over during the present segston. We may 
dispose of them, and of a considerable amount 
of private business, in the month of December. 
But if gentlemen expect to dispose of all the 
business that has been referred to the standing 
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committees of the House, the session will be per- 
petual. It is idle to talk about it. E 

I did intend to have moved the previous ques- 
tion; but as there are others who desire to speak, 
it would, perhaps, not be fair that I should do so 
after having made these remarks myself. I will, 
therefore, surrender the floor to any gentleman 
who may desire it. 


very early day, or at least at so early a day as 
that proposed by the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, It is a fact which I pre- 
sume members are familiar with, that gentlemen 
have done what talking they want to do for the 


resent, and we may now go on and transact || 
Sediveens but if we adjourn and go home, mem- | 
bers will come back with a new supply of stump | 
speeches, which we shal! have delivered here in- | 


stead of doing the business of legislation.” There | 
|| man, Eddy, Edmundson, John M. Elliott, Faulkner, Fior- 


is a good deal of business which ought to be done, 
and which I think, perhaps, can be done by the 


time fixed in the resolution as it originally passed | 


the House. In the present state of affairs, in the 


present condition of our country, there should be | 
something done for the defense of our coast, in | 


connection with the commerce of the country. 
There are important western interests to which 
attention should be given. 


My object in rising, Mr. Speaker, was to sub- | 
mit the motion indicated by the gentleman from | 
Ohio, (Mr. Diswey,} that this resolution and the 


pending amendments be referred to a select com- 
mittee, to ascertain and report how soon it was 


practicable for the House, with a full discharge of | 


its buainess, to adjourn. 
TheSPEAKER. There is already a committee 
is existence on revisal and unfinished business. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Very well; then | move 


| 


| Perkins, 





that the resolution and pehding amendments be | 


referred to that committee. 


Mr. EWING. I object to any such reference; | 


I think that it is very unusual. I never heard of 
a resolution for adjournment sine die being referred 
to the Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Busi- 
ness. It is a matter which I think we ought to 
finish as soon as possible. The earlier we fix the 
day, the earlier we can adjourn. Every man who 
has ever served in this House, or any other de- 
liberative body, knowsthat when a day of adjourn- 
ment is fixed,the House works uptothatday. I 
do not object to discussions, although they may 


perhaps extend into an abuseand evil. Thereisan | 
advantage in free, full, and unlimited discussion | 
Itis that which | 


in the earlier part of any session. 
prepares the House for rapid work towards its 
close. They have early digested every question 
which may come before them; and while it is often 





complained of as an evil that the business of the | 


session is crowded into the last days of a session, 


when it may as well be done in the first days of a | 


session, it is not an‘unmixed evil. 
then better prepared for work. 
We can, I think, finish all we have to do, which 
is absolutely indispensable, by the day proposed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina. Too 


The House is | 


much legisiation is an evil, and, as he very prop- | 


erly remarked, if we attempted to get through 
with everything, we never would adjourn. We 
would leave that resolution with the Committee 
on Revisal and Unfinished Business, and it would 
bea matter which would properly belong to them 
forever. (Laughter.} 1 want to get away from 
here, for one, and | believe that the people are 
willing to seeus goaway. I would rather adjourn 
sine die than take a recess. It is rather a novel 
experiment, and | do not know how it would suit. 
But I want to get away myself on any terms. | 
want to get something to eat. [Laughter.) | 
want to get to some place where | can sleep of 
nights. |Renewed laughter.| 1 am tired of going 
into these dining rooms in the morning with the 
weak stomach with which every gentleman rises 
in summer, and smelling that odor which destroys 
the last remnant of appetite that can be got up by 
the force of tonics, and other means. After trot- 
ting all over town hunting a place to eat, I have 
thought that, of inevitable necessity, | would be 
compelled to go through the form under the influ- 
ence of chloroform. 1 know of no other way in 
which it can be practiced with any sort of ease 
and comfort. 

I wish the House would agree to an adjourn- 
ment sine die on the day named, as [ believe it 
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to be entirely practicable. Iam willingtotryit,at || The question recurred u 


all events 
that we ought to do it, and that the people will be 
willing to see usdo it. I am satisfied that we can 
finish all the business indispensably necessary 


| between this and the earliest day proposed. * 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 1 move the pre- 


|| vious question. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. There is a very good || 


reason, | think, why we should not adjourn ata | 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 


Mr. McMULLIN. I move to lay the whole 


subject on the table. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 45, nays 134; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Barksdale, Belcher, Bo- 
cock, Brooks, Caskie, Clark, Cobb, Cullom, Disney, East- 


Upon that motion I 


ence, Goode, Green, Henn, Ingersoll, Roland Jones, Keitt, 


| Kidwell, Kittredge, Lindsley, MeMullin, Mace, Macy, 


Maxwell, Smith Miller, Millson, Bishop Perkins, Jotun 
Powell, Richard-on, Riddie, R owe, Shannen, 
Gerrit Smith, Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, Upham, 
Vail, and Vansant—45. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, James C. Allen, Willis 
Allen, Appleton, David J. Bailey, Bell, Benuctt, Benson, 
Benton, Breckinridge, Bridges, Campbell, Carpenter, 
Caruthers, Chandler, Chas aun, Chri-man, Churchwell, 
Clingman, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Craige, Crocker, 
Curis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, De Wirt, Dick, 
Dickinson, Dowdell, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, English, 
Etheridge, Everhart, Ewing, Farley, Fenton, Flagier, 
Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, Goodrich, Greenwood, Aaron 
Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Haven, Uendricks, Hiester, 


Hill, Hillyer, Houstop, Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Johnsen, | 


Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Giancy Jones, Kerr, 


Knox, Kurtz, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, MeUulloch, |} 


Mattesou, May, Mayall, Middieswarth, John G. Miler, 


Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, Peck, Peckham, 
Pennington, Phelps, Pratt, Preston, Pringle, Puryear, 
Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, Thomas Ritchey, Robbins, 
Ruflin, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Shaw, Samuel 
A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, George W, 
Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alex- 
auder H. Stephens, John J, Taylor, John L. Taylor, 
Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, -Trout, Tweed, 
Wade, Walker, Walley, Walsh, Eilihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, 
Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer—134. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution and 
amendments on the table. 

The question recurred on the motion made by 
Mr. Ricuarpson, that the whole subject be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revisal and Unfinished 
Business. 

Mr. DISNEY. 
that motion, and for tellers on ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Preston and 
Ropsins were appointed. 

The House was divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 47, noes 125; more than one fifth 
voting in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken; and it was de- | 


cided in the negative—yeas 47, nays 125; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Barksdale, Barry, Belch- 
er, Bocock, Brooks, Caskie, Clark, Cobb, lbisney, Eddy, 
Edmundson, Everhart, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, 
Henn, Ingersoll, Roland Jones, Keitt, Kittredge, Lamb, 
Lindsley, McCulloch, McMullin, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, 
May, Smith Miller, Millson, John Perkins, Phillips, Pratt, 
Puryear, Richardson, Riddle, Rowe, Seward, Shannon, 
Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, Vail, and Vansant—47. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Bell, Bennett, Benson, Benton, Breckinridge, Bridges, 
Campbell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Chastain,Chris- 
man, Churchwell, Clingman, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Cox, 
Craige, Crocker, Culiom, Curti=, John G. Davis, Thomas 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Dow- 
dell, Eastman, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison, Etheridge, Ewing, 
Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Gamble, Goodrich, 
Greenwood, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Hastings, Ha- 
ven, Hendricks, Hiester, Lill, Hillyer, Houston, Howe, 
Hughes, Hunt, Johnson,George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, 
Kerr, Knox, Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindley, Matteson, 
Mayal), Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Morgan, Morrison, 
Murray, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai 
Oliver, Orr, Packer, Parker, Peck, Peckham, Pennington, 
Bishop Perkins, Pheips, Powell, Preston, Pringle, Ready, 
Reese, David Ritehie, Robbins, Ruffin, Russell, Sabin, 
Sage, Sapp, Shaw, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, Wil- 
liam Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Freder- 
ick P. Stanton, Richard H. Sianton, Alexander H. Ste- 

bens, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor. Nathaniel G. 

aylor, Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Tu eed, Walker, Walley, 
Walsh, Elltihu B. Washburne, Israel! Washburn, John 
Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, Wheeler, Yates, and Zol- 
licoffer—125. 


So the House refused to commit the joint res- 
olution to the Committee on Revisal and Unfin- 
ished Business. 


I ask for the yeas and nays on | 


| Morgan, Morrison, Nichols, Norton, Olds, Andrew Oliver, | 


| nett. Boeock, Campbell, Carpenter, Chandler, Clark 


I think we can adjourn by that time, || Mr. Orr. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I call for the yeas and 
nays on the adoption of the amendment. 
‘he yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 89; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercromtbie, Willis Allen, Daviq J, 


| Bailey, Barksdale. Barry, Bell, Benson, Berton. Breckin. 


ridge, Bridges, Caruthers, Chastain, Chrisman, Churep. 
well, Clingmman, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Cox, Craige 
Cullom, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dick, Dowdey’ 
Jobn M. Eltiott, Etheridge, Ewing, Farley, Greenwooq’ 
Harrison, Haven, Hendricks, Hill,Houston, Hughes, Hy; 
Julinson, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Knox, Lamb’ 
Latham, Lilly, Lindley, John G. Miller, Morrison, Mur’ 
ray, Bichols, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pac 
Peck, Phelps, Pratt, Preston, Ready, David Ritchie, Rob’ 
bins, Ruffin, Sapp, Shaw, Gerrit Sinith, Samuel A. Smith 
William Smith, William R. Sinith, George W. Smyip’ 
Alexander H. Stephens, John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, 
Trout, Wade, Walker, Israe) Washburn, Wells, Daniej p’ 
Wright, Yates, and Zollicoffer—0. . 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Ashe, Belcher, Ben. 
,Co 
Croeker, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dickinson, Disney? 
Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, Thomas D. Eliot, Ellison’ 
Everhart, Faulkner, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Gamble’ 
| Giddings, Goodrich, Green, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Hastings. 
Henn, Hiester, Hillyer, Howe, Ingersoll, Daniel T. Jones 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Kittredge, Lindsley, Me 
| Culloch, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Mayall, Middleswarth 
Smith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Norton, Parker, Peckham, 
Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Jobn Perkins, Phillips, Pow. 
ell, Pringle, Puryear, Reese, Richardson, Thomas Ritchey, 
Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Seward, Shannon, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, Dayig 
Stuart, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, Tracy, Twevd, 
| Upham, Vail, Vansant, Walley, Walsh, Ellihu B. Was). 
Sete John Wentworth, Tappan Wentworth, and Wheeler 
—ey. 


So Mr. Orr’s amendment was not agreed to, 
The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
| Senate amendment. 

| Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I move to lay the 
| whole subject upon the table; and upon that 


|, motion I call for the yeas and nays. 


| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 





I rise to a 
question of privilege. I move to reconsider the 
| vote by which the amendment to the amendment 
| was rejected; and to lay the motion to reconsider 


|| upon the table. 


| Mr. LETCHER. Yeas and nays upon that. 
| [Cries of ‘*Oh, no!’’) 
| Mr. WASHBURNE. I withdraw my mo- 
tion. 
| Mr. HENDRICKS. I rise to a question of 
‘order. 1 wish to know whether the House can 
now lay the original resolution, which passed this 
House, on the table; or whether the motion of 
| the gentleman from Louisiana, on which the 
| House is about to vote, is not to lay on the table 
| the amendment of the Senate? 
| The SPEAKER. The motion is to lay on the 
| table both those together. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Does the motion in- 
clude our resolutioa to adjourn on the 14th of 
| August? 

he SPEAKER. 
| of the Senate. 
| The yeasand nays were ordered on Mr. Jones's 


It does; and the resolution 


|| motion. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 48, nays 132; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Ashe, Thomas 
| H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, Belcher, Bocock, Brooks, 
Caskie, Clark, Cobb, Disney, Eastman, Eddy, Edmundson, 
| English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, Green, Henn, | iil), 
Roland Jones, Keitt, Kidwell, Kittredge, Lamb, Lindsley, 
McMullin, Mace, Macy, Maxwell, Smith Miller, Millsoo, 
Noble, John Perkins, Pratt, Richardson, Riddle, Ruffin, 
Shannon, Hestor L. Stevens, Vail, Vansant, Walker, and 
Daniel B. Wright—47. 

NAYS—Messers. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Appleton, 
Bennett, Benson, Benton, Breckinridge, Bridges, Camp- 
bell, Carpenter, Caruthers, Chandler, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Churchw: ll, Clingman, Colquitt, Cook, Corwin, Cox, 
| Craige, Crocker, Cullom, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Dowdell, 
Thowas PD. Eliot, John M. Eliiott, Ellison, Everhart, Bw- 
ing, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, 
Goodrich, Greenwood, Grow, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, 
Hastings, Haven, Hendricks, Hiester, Hillyer, Houston, 
Howe, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersol Jotinson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George Knox, Kurtz, 
Latham, Letcher, Lilly, Lindle 





J 
_ Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kerr 
; , McCulloch, McDougall 
McNair, Matteson, May, Mayall, Middieswarth, Joho 6. 


Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Norton, An- 
er, Peck, 


Miller, Morgan, 
Otiv ; 
Phillips, 


drew er, Mordecai Oliver, Orr; Packer, 
Peckham, Pennington, Bishop Perkins, Phelps, FP? 
Preston, Bringle, arrest» Ready, Reese, David Ritchie, 
Thomas Ritchey, ns, Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sage, 
Sapp, Shaw, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, ¥ ee 
Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P- 
Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, H. ens, 

Nathaniel G. Taylor, 


John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Tweed, Upham, Wade, Walley, 
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Waksb, Ellihu B. Wasbburne, Israel Washburn, Wells, || 
by * twat, ‘Tappan Wentworth, Yates, and Zolli. 


coffer—! 32. | 
So the House refused to lay the subject on the | 
le. 
“The question recurred on the amendment of the | 
Senate. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays on the question. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 
Mr. PHILLIPS. I desire to ask a question of | 
the Chair. Is the question now-on concurring | 
with the Senate’s amendment to the resolution of | 
the House? } 
1| 





I call for the yeas 


The SPEAKER. That is the question. 

Mr. PHLILLIPS. And the refusal, therefore, | 
to concur with the amendment of the Senate, will | 
jeave the resolution of the House as it was origin- | 


| us to travel over all this ground again. 
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Mr. GREEN WOOD. I propose that the House 


"appoint a committee of conference to confer with | 


a like committee of the Senate. 1 


The SPEAKER. That would not be regular. 
The action of the House will be reported to the 
Senatepand it will be for that body to determine | 
on the course to be taken in regard to it. sel 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is hardly worth while for | 
We will 
probably have a conference about this matter to 

ree to some time for the adjournment of Con- 
gress. If the House will agree to do so, | would 
like to go into committee this evening, and take 
up either the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, or 

Cries of ‘* Oh, no; oh, no.’’} 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 

leged question 





I rise to a privi- 


1 move to reconsider the vote by | 


lying over for many weeks, and | should like to 
| have it taken up, and dis 


ed of this morning. 

The PRESIDENT. That being a private bill 
on the Calendar, the motion of the Senator is in 
order. 

Mr.GWIN. I move to take up for considera- 
tion the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed. 

Mr.CHASE, The Senator from Indiana is not 
in his seat, and I should like to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from California if he has conversed with him 
on the subject? 

Mr.GWIN. When I attempted to call up this 
matter at a former day, it was stated that the Sen- 
ator from Indiana wished to discuss the question. 
I subsequently saw him, and he told me he had 
nothing to say on it, but that he had moved the 
reconsideration of the motion for the Senator from 


| adopted? } which the message of the President of the United | Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,]} and that he had no ob- 


he SPEAKER. Yes. 


Mr. HOUSTON. And secure a conference | 


committee? 


| States, which was laid before the House, by the 


Committee on Commerce. Upon looking at the 


jection to its coming up at any time, whether he 


Speaker, a few moments since, was referred to the || was present or not. 


Mr. BAYARD. Itis perfectly immaterial to me 


The SPEAKER. That will be the effect of || papers, | am confident that they ought to gotothe | whether the bill is taken up and acted upon now 


such a vote on the part of the House. — 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 71, nays 105; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Appleton, Bennett, Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Cook, Corwin, Crocker, Cullom, Curtis, 
Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Dickinson, Thomas D. El- 
iot, Everhart, Flagler, Franklin, Gamble, Giddings, Good- 
rich, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Hiester, Hillyer, 
Howe, Kerr, Kittredge, Knox, Latham, Lindley, McCul- 
loch, Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Middleswarth, Morgan, Nor- 


ton, Mordecai Oliver, Packer, Parker, Peck, Peckham, || 
Penningtqn, Bishop Perkins, Pringle, Ready, Reese, David || 
Ritchie, Rowe, Russell, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Seward, Fred- || 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Nathaniel G. Taylor, || 
Thurston, Tracy, Trout, Tweed, Upham, Wade, Walley, || 
Ellibu B. Washburne, John Wentworth, Tappan Went- | 


worth, and Yates—71. 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, | 
Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Barksdale, Barry, | 
Belcher, Bell, Benson, Benton, Breckinridge, Bridges, || 


Bruoks, Carpenter, Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Chrisman, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Craige, Cox, John 
G. Davis, Dawsen, Dean, 
Eddy, John M. Elliott, Ellison, English, Etheridge, Ewing, 
Farley, Faulkner, Fenton, Florence, Goode, Green, Green- 
wood, Wiley P. Harris, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hill, 


Houston, Hughes, Hunt, Ingersoll, Johnson, Daniel T. 
Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Junes, Roland Jones, 


Keitt, Kurtz, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, Lindsley, McMullin, 
McNair, Macy, Maxwell, May, John G. Miller, Smith Mil- 
ler, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Andrew Oliver, 
Orr, John Perkins, Phelps, Phillips, Powell, Riddle, Thom- 
as Ritchey, Robbins, Ruffin, Shannon, Shaw, Gerrit Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, George W. Smyth, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, 


John J. Taylor, John L. Taylor, Vail, Vansant, Walker, || 
Walsh, Israel Washburn, Wheeler, Daniel B. Wright, and || 


Zollicoffer—105. 


So the House refused to concur in the amend- | 


ment of the Senate. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken by which the Senate’s amendment was 
non-concurred in, and also that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of || 
the United States, by the hands of Sipney Wes- | 


ster, Esq., his Private Secretary, transmitting 
to Congress copies of two communications of the 
2th ultimo, and the 4th instant, respectively, from 
Her Britannic Majesty’s Minister accredited to 
this Government, to the Secretary of State, relative 
to the health on shipboard of emigrants from 
foreign countries to the United States. This was 
the subject of the President’s message to Con- 
gress of the 27th of April last. 

On motion by Mr. 
message and accompanying documents were refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by the 
hands of Aspury Dickins, Esq., its Secretary, 
apprising the House that the Senate had agreed, 
among others, to the following bill: 

Bill of the House (No, 405) to enable the Presi- 
dent of the United States to execute the third arti- 
cle of the recent treaty with Mexico. 


RECESS OF CONGRESS. 


The SPEAKER. The-business next in order 


is the consideration of the following joint resolu- 
tion: 


Joint resolution providing for a recess from the 
= Se in July to the third Monday in 
r. 


Disney, Dowdell, Eastman, | 


AYLY, of Virginia, the | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


| . . 
| The one was put upon Mr. Barzy’s mo- || is | am not going to speak on it. 


tion; an 


|, mous consent, the message and accompanying | 


papers were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. Houston, (at three o’clock 
and thirty minutes) the House adjourned until 
to-morrow. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, June 30, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sricer. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


HEALTH OF IMMIGRANTS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, by unanimous 
|, consent, it being private bill day, laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
|, States, transmitting copies of two communications 
|| of the 26th ultimo and 4th instant, from her Bri- 
|| tannic Majesty’s Minister accredited to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, to the Secretary of 


which was referred to the select committee ap- 
| pointed to inquire into the subject, and ordered to 
|| be printed. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CHASE, from the Committee on Claims, 
‘| to whom was referred the petition of Isaac Swain, 
| praying remuneration for losses caused by the 
|| failure of the agents of the Government to com- 
| ply with the terms of a contract with him for the 
transportation of certain commissary’s stores 
from Valparaiso to Benicia, submitted a report, 
| accompanied by a bill for his relief; which was 
| read, and passed to a second reading. The re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the petition 
of Gaston T. Raoul, praying permission to enter 
| a section of land under a certificate duly issued by 

the register and receiver of the Greensburg land 
district of Louisiana, submitted a report, accom- 
panied bya bill for his relief; which was read, and 


dered to be printed. 
RECONSIDERATION OF A VOTE. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I yesterday 
offered a resolution calling on the State Depart- 
ment for information in regard to the proposition 


and the United States. 





papers which { wished to call out. 


! by the aid of one of the clerks, that the greater 
| part of the information was communicated at a 
|| former day, and as that answers the purpose I had 
| in view, I move to reconsider the vote adopting 
|| the resolution, in ordertha* it may lie on the table. 
|| The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and the 
| resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 


DAVID MYERLE. 

_ Mr.GWIN. A bill was passed by the Senate 

| some weeks since for the relief of David Myerle. 
A reconsideration was moved by the Senator from 

| Indiana, (Mr. Brient.} That question has been 








State, relative to the health on shipboard of immi- | 
| grants from foreign countries to the United States; | 


passed to a second reading. The report was or- | 


| for the interchange of breadstuffs between Canada | 
1 made search before | 
| I offered the resolution, and | found none of the | 


Since the res- | 
olution was adopted, however, | have discovered | 


' or at any other time; for in such weather as this 
I have looked 


it was agreed to; and then, by unani- | into the facts, and I have conversed with some 


Senators in reference to it. My own mind is 
clear, on examination, that there is no shadow 
of claim in the case. After looking at all the ma- 
|| terial papers | cannot realize on what ground the 
| report was ever based. | am perfectly willing, 
however, to take the vote, if gentlemen have made 
up their minds on their own investigation. Iam 
not going, in this weather, to discuss questions of 
this kind. 

The motion of Mr. Gwin was agreed to; and 
the question being upon agreeing to the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 19, nays 17; as follows: 

VY EAS—Messrs. Adams, Alien, Atchison, Bayard, Bright. 
Brodhead, Chase, Clay, Clayton, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Hamlin, Hunter, Mason, Slidell, Stuart, 
Toucey, and Williams— 19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baiiger, Bell, Brown, Fessenden, Fish, 
Geyer, Gillette, Gwin, James, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, 
Norris, Pettit, Rockwell, Seward, Wade, and Weller—1i7. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is, 
** Shall the bill pass?’’ 

Mr. CLAY called for the yeas and nays; and 

they were ordered. 
| he bill proposes to direct the Secretary of the 

Treasury to pay to David Myerle $30,000 for 

losses, sacrifices, and expenses incurred by him 

in testing and establishing the practicability and 
safety of the process of water-rotting hemp, under 

.. the direction of the Navy Department. 

| Mr EVANS. As! do not intend to vote now 
in the same way that I did when this bill was be- 
fore the Senate on a former occasion, I beg leave 
to say merely that since it was then under con- 
sideration | have looked more minutely into the 
claim than I did before, and I am satisfied that 
this man is entitled to something. My only diffi- 
culty is that the bill allows him, perhaps, a little 

| more than he ought to have; but, rather than not 
pay him anything, | have made up my mind to 
vote for the bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, as this bill was 
returned from the House on my motion, it is 
proper that I should state the reasons that gov- 
erned me in making the motion. When the bill 
was under the consideration of the Senate, | voted 
first for the amendment to reduce the amount to 

| $10,000. That proposition was voted down, and 
then I had presented to me the question whether 
I should vote for the bill as it stood eae 
| $30,000, or should give the claimant nothing? 
thought, under all the circumstances, that it would 
be proper to give him the $30,000. But my reason 
| for moving the reconsideration, and asking for the 
| return of the bill from the House was, that the 
| honorable Senator from Delaware, soon after the 
| passage of the bill, expressed the opinion that he 
| could satisfy the Senate, if an opportunity was 
| given him, that this was an unjust claim. 

| Mr. BAYARD. Will the honorable Senator 


| allow me to correct his statement? 


| Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. 

| Mr. BAYARD. I certainty made noallegation 

|| of that kind. The honorable Senator misunder- 

| stood me, I told him | thought I could satisfy 
him as to his own individual vote, but I did not 
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purpose to enter into the discussion of the matier 
vetore the Senate. | said afterwards that | should 
be willing to submit my views to the Senate, but 
in weather such as this is, | cannot undertake to 
go it, 

Mr. BRIGHT. [I made the motion, as I sup- 
posed, for the accommodation of the Senator from 
Delaware, to give him an opportunity of showing 
the Senate that this bill was without foundation, 
and that the claimant was not entitled to any part 
of the amount proposed to be appropriated. | 
was prepared, if he bad satisfied me of that fact, 
to vote against the bill, Certainly, | supposed, 
at the time | made the motion, and insisted upon 
the return of the bill, that the honorable Senator 
would avail himself of the opportunity afforded, 
and explain to the Senate the reason why he made 
the declaration that he did. 

in the absence of any effort of that kind on his 
part, | feel authorized to vote for the bill, or rather 
i feel bound to move an amendmentto appropriate 
$10,000 instead of $30,000. | believe, under the 
circumstances, that the claimant is entitled to 
something, but | do not believe that he is entitled 
to $30,000. I do not think that the proof in the 
case establishes the fact that he has expended that 
amount, I think that he was induced by a late 
Secretary of the Navy to make an expenditure in 
carrying on an experiment for the benefit of the 
Government, and that the impression was created 
upon his mind—l think the testimony warrants 
the conclusion—that if the experiment failed, and 
money was lost, it should be compensated for out 
of the public Treasury, and not out of his pocket. 
If I believed that the proof justified an appropria- 
tion of $30,000, | should not, under the circum- 
stances, oppose it; but | do not think—and I have 
given the case, | may say, a careful examination— 
that an amount exceeding $15,000 ought to be 
appropriated; and as sugvested by Senatorsaround 
me, [ will submit a motion that the bill be so 
amended as to appropriate $15,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. I regret that the honorable 
Senator from Indiana misunderstood my conver- 
sation with him, It was purely personal. It had 
no relation to his action in the Senate. My ex- 
perience here has convinced me that it is a very 
idle effort indeed to attempt to discuss before this 


body any question connected with a private claim, 


adverse to that claim. You speak to empty 
benches. That is not agreeable to me; but I 
should be willing to do it if [ thought it would 
have any effect. My own experience is that it 
has no eilect. [believe a system as corrupt and 
corrupting,as | consider the mode in which private 
bills are passed, to be, can be checked in two 
ways. One ts, either by opposition to the indi- 
vidual cases, or, when you find the system has 
80 far obtained a headway that opposition is use 
leas, to let it go on, and it will become so odious, 
and so openly profligate, that the public sense of 
the country will utterly reject it. | have come to 
the cenclusion, with the exception of those cases 
committed to me as a member of a committee to 
examine, that | do not mean to trouble myself 
with them, except as regards what is necessary 
for my own investigation, and vote in reference 
to the question before the Senate. | 

Mr. PETIT. Mr. President, [ hope the 
amendment proposed by my colleague will not 
prevail. 

Mr. BADGER. I will suggest that the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill is not now in a 
condition to be amended. The question is, ‘* Shall 
the bill pass ?”’ and no amendment can be proposed 
unless by unanimous consent, or unless the vote 
by which it was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, be reconsidered. 

Mr. PETTIT. Then I have a few remarks to 
make i regard to the bill. Years ago, while a 
member of the other House, [| investigated this 
question. I then settled down in the clear convic- 
tion that the Government of the United States had 
injured this man, had done hima gross wrong. 
That $30,000 will not indemnify him, I am clearly 
of opinion, tn addition to this, allow me to say 
that this matter, when we were both members of 
the other House, was especially in the care and | 
charge and keeping of my immediate predecessor 
inthe Senate, Hon. Charles W. Cathcart, who held 
a seat here a year ago last winter, by an appoint- 
ment by the Governor, before | came on. | take | 


oceasion to say that there is no purer or better man || conclusion that Mr. Myerle sustained a loss—I || 


| the Government. 


| $30,000. 


under whose direction it was done. 
| tien ig unequivocal; and I hardly think any man 
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in the country than that Mr. Catheart. I take | 
occasion further to say that there are very few 
minds possessed of more capacity to investigate 
and come to a right conclusion than his. | knuw 
that in the House, after full examination, he en- 
tertained no doubt of the justice and propriety of 
this appropriation, | know that it again came 
under his consideration, the short.4ime, some six 
or seven weeks, during which he held his seat as 
my predecessor here. He investigated it again, 
and came to the same conclusion. I hold in my 
hand a letter from him, and ask the indulgence of 
the Senate while I read one clause from it. It is 
dated May 15, 1854: 

‘* T bespeak your kind attention to his (Myerle’s) case, 
assuring you that you will thereby be rendering anu act of 
justice to a mueh injured aod untoriunate inan.’? 

Yours, wuly, CHARLES W. CATHCART. 

That is what he says in regard to this matter. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate by re- 
ferring to all the papers and the evidence in refer- 
ence to the claim; but there is nothing that has 
impressed itself so clearly on my mind as thatthe 
Government, through its officers, has injured this 
man, and that $30,000 will not repay him for his 
loss. I cannot, therefore, believe, when lam sent 
here to do justice between the mass of the people, | 
the Government— for they are the Government— | 
and the individual members of that society, that | 
1 should vote for a less sam than $30,000, and | 
shall with great pleasure vote for that. 

Mr. WELLER. I have but a word or two to 
say in regard to this claim. Itis very seldom that 
I pat myself to the trouble of investigating any 
of these private claims, unless they are referred to | 
me as a member of a committee; but some years 
ago I did give myself the trouble to investigate | 
this one. I have since read the testimony again; 
and I do regard it as one of the most just and 
equitable claims that has ever been presented to 
Whether that will secure its 
passage through Congress or not is a different 
question; because my experience as a legislator is, 
that unjust and iniquitous measures are much more 
apt to pass than a just and equitable one. But I 
assure the Senate, if they would take the trouble to | 
investigate the merits of this claim, they would be | 


| satisfied that Mr. Myerle has sustained damage, 


in consequence of the contract made by a late Sec. | 
retary of the Navy, to an amount far greater than | 
I have never known of a private claim 
presented here, for which it would afford me so | 
much pleasure to vote, as for this bill as it now 
stands, 

Mr.MALLORY. Mr. President, when I first 
came to the Senate, | found the claim of David | 
Myerle referred to the committee of which | was 
amember. I investigated it, as | thought, fully, 
and read the arguments which had been adduced | 
against it in the House. I came to the conclusion | 
that it ought not to be allowed. I| entertained that 
opinion throughout the last session, and should 


have voted against it if it had come to a vote then. |! 


The claim would have passed on one of the last 
nights of the session, when it was brought forward | 
by the honorable Senator from North Carolina, | 
{Mr. Bapcer,} who advocated it; but at that mo- 
ment the Senator from Kentucky, not now a mem- | 


| ber of the Senate, [Mr. Underwood,} exposed to 


us a large pile of papers, to listen to the reading 
of which would have occupied hours. ‘The Sena- | 
tor from Nerth Carolina at once withdrew the 
claim. I saw that he had investigated it,and had 
come to the conclusion that it was a just one. 


a more thorough examination. I believe | have 
examined every proof that has been produced on 


the subject, and | have come to the conclusion || 
that it is a very just claim, and ought to be paid. | 

1 have regarded Mr. Myerle, as I think the |) 
Senate must regard him, not as an ordinary con- || 


tractor who, failing in the precise stipulation of 
his contract, is not to be paid, but as a special 
agent of the Government, employed to develop 
by experiment the great resources of the country 


'| for the uses of the Navy; and in doing so I aw 
| convinced that he has saved to this Government 


in the matter of water-rotted hemp, millions of 
dollars, whilst he has impoverished himself. We 


have the testimony of the Secretary of the N 
His declara- 


could investigate the claim without e®ming to the 


It} 


induced-me, during the present session, to give it | 


avy | 


une 30), 
will not say of $30,000, because when a man con 
fers this amount of benefit on the country [ 
should hardly feel at liberty to quibble for a few 
dollars—but as the committee has reported $3 000 
| am willing to vote for that amount. ore 

Mr. BAYARD. [| do not intend to go into g 
leng hy discussion of the merits of this claim. but 
| mast sxy a few words in reply to the honorable 
Senator from Florida, He does not advance jhe 
general idea which seems to prevail, that this claim 
must rest upon the ground that the Governmen: 
made a contract with Myerle, and failing to per. 
form the contract on its part, that he is entitled t» 
damages, which would of course be the profit 
which would have been made by the contract, j¢ 
he had performed it. That ts not the groung a 
which it is put by the committee, though it is in 
some measure thrown into it, and it Is not the 
ground upon which the honorable Senator from 
Florida puts it. 

The honorable Senator evidently considers Mr, 
Myerle asa special ageat of the Government, em- 
ployed for the purpose of introducing water-rotted 
hemp for the benefit of the Navy of the Unired 
States. Sir, if that were the ground upon whieh jt 
is put, it would be to mea sufficient objection to the 
claim, because | know of no authority, nor shall | 
he willing to sanction the act, upon the part of an 
Executive officer, to assume legislative powers, and 
undertake, upon the idea that any particular man- 
ufacture, or any particular project, or any view of 
hitown, would be beneficial to the country, to 
transcend his powers, and to appoint special agents 
without authority of law. 

[ should not consider that these special agents 
had any claim on this Government for remunera- 
tion, whether the project succeeded or failed, be- 
cause the doctrine would be a very dangerous one, 
It is very certain, on an examination of the pa- 
pers in this case, that all Mr. Paulding supposed 
he had a right to do, was to apply to Congress 
for authority, in making a contract with David 
Myerle, to go beyond the ordinary routine of con- 
tracts, and make an advance of twenty-five per 
cent. before the work to be performed was done, 
That was done with a view of encouragement. A 
bill passed the Senate, but failed in the House, 
and he, therefore, had not even that authority, 
Did he pretend, or did the papers show that he 
pretended to appoint hima special agent? No, 
he made a contract with him for a certain amount 
of water-rotted hemp. How, then, can he raise 
aclaim against the United States Government, 
founded on the idea of his appointmént as a spe- 


|| clal agent, which would have been a gross viola- 


tion of duty on the part of the Executive officer? 
He would have been sanctioning an act which I 
should be very unwilling to sanction in reference 
to the course of the Executive officer of this Gov- 
ment. [tis in that mode that all abuses come in. 

Into the subject of the contract I shall not enter; 
nor shall [ allude to the other objections which | 
havetothisclaim. Other Senators have expressed 
their opinions; suffice it to say that | shall express 
mine. 

After examining the case, certainly with no pre- 
judice against the party, with entire ignorance of 
him individually, and after hearing the report of the 
committee read, it struck me that it was confused, 
and that it placed the claim on no known principle. 
Subsequently to its passage, and when the recon- 
sideration was moved, | examined the papers, and 

_ I confess the conclusion T arrived at was, that, as 
far as the Government is conce;ned, there is no 
shadow of a claim upon it in favor of Mr. Myerle; 
and, further, it lefta doubt in my mind whether he 
was or was not actually an injured man, or rather 
whether his pecuniary affairs had been injured by 
the transactions into which he entered. 

There is no specific proof of the extent of prop- 
erty which he possessed, although there is no 
doubt that he failed in the business in which he 


| embarked. -But when the adverse opinions of 


' Senators, some of them not now here, are ex- 
_ pressed, their convictions in reference to the claim, 
‘allow me to say, must have some weight with me. 
According to your opinions, Mr, President, de- 
rived from your constituents in the State of Mis- 
souri, when you first presented a bill in regard to 
this claim in the Senate, as | understood, in your 
| State, the presentation of the claim was universally 
‘condemned, and denounced as one in which there 
| was no merit. 


Mr, PETTIT. 


I wodld like to refer the Sen- 








1854. 


ator to at least fifty letters from farmers in Mis- | the expenses which he incurred in making that | 
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siklering the vote by which the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed. The Chair is of opinton that the 
vote on the passage of the bill having been recon- 
sidered, this motion of the Senator from Indima 
dees not come within the rule requiring a motion 
to reconsider to be made within three days. The 
motion is thereforein order. 

gir. BRIGHT. | move to reconsider the vote 








. 
re 30), 
Man Con. 
uNntry, I 
for a few 


1 $30,009 


fj 
expermment. 1 have in my hand a report made at 

| the first session of the Twenty- Eighth Congress, 
by Mr. Henderson, then a Senator from Missis- 
sippi, in which he elaborates the case fully, and 
winds up the report with this resolution, ‘ that 
the prayer of the petitioner ought not to be 
granied;’’ and I find, by reference to the Journal, 


gouri, avowing that it has merit. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the Senator will allow 
me to goon. He has made his remarks; | will 
make mine. Iam perfectly aware that there are 
leters. Those letters are but opinions. ‘There 
are opinions on both sides. There are opinions 
io favor of the merits of this man if introducing 


ro into A 
aim: but 





ONnOrabhi 
ene rie the method of manufacturing water-rotted hemp. || that it was generally concurred in by the Senate. | by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed, so 
118 claim There are opinions very probably from fifty farm- || | will call the attention of the Senate to the con- that my amendment may be in order, | cali for 
ernment ers. The number may be less, they may be || cluding part of the report. He says: the yeas and nays on the motion, 
tO per. more. I do not stand upon the numver. They é WVRUGAEE the tabmnesialiet inay Wave hed tome caste ts The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
tled to are opinions, no doubt, of respectable men, though || consider bimselt badly used by the Executive Department, taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 18; as follows: 
© profit personally unknown to me. They are on one | inthe refusal to grant him an extension of bis contract, or YEAS—Messrs. Adums, Allen, Atchison Bayard, 
itract, if side, and what they say are but opinions, a saan: sporonenun bp nape @ it maeee noe Sais, Rendoeetee ang! om Conan —— ee 
JULY on On the other side, Mr. President, | have your - the committee have not seen fit to inquire. They observe, Slidell, Stuart, and daniner—20° ee eee 
IL is in own statement of what you told me was the gen- | however, by a letter from the Navy Commissioners to the NAYS—Mesers. Badger, Bell, Brown, Dixon, Dodge of 
NOt the eral opinion in the State of Missouri, which you Secretary of the Navy, of date 28th January, 1842, they Wisconsin, Fish, Gwin, Johuson, Jones of Tennessee, 
F from fa discovered on your retuen there afer having pre- | gute: Mr. Myris bat made uo deliveries ander either ot |) Mallon, Novi Pett oe Wiel ee 
sented the claim. And, sir, the gentleman who | iy, requisite security for the tuithful performance ot his “ ee Oy ae ee oe : 
ers Mr. was formerly your colleague in this body, (Mr. || contract.’ And the more recent communication of the So the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
nity em. 3enToNn,] and who, I believe, — perfectly || ghairmanof Uns committee, from the eef of the Bureau the bill was ordered to be engrossed was agreed to. 
rotted accord with you in sentiment on niOst questiogs, || pe a niee Sne reer an ea pover-n ihe, obarem, Be ceenanet The PRESIDENT. The question now is 
: 3 2 8 S, tial . - i e’s giect to give = . ‘ 
United on this has very decided opinions, It was my || pond and security, as required in alt such cases, and his |, ‘* Shall the bill be engrossed for a third reading?’” 
vbich it fortune, just alter this case was discussed, 1D || failure to deliver the hemp according to bis stipulations, || It is open to amendment, 
nto the walking down towards the avenue, to fall into left him without righttul claim upou the Government tor Mr. BRIGHT. I moveto amend by striking 
shall] conversauion with him,and this subject was men- igre on bis alleged losses.” out * $30,000” and inserting ** $15,000."" On that 
tof an tioned, he knowing what had been done in the | _ This seems to have been the opinion, at the | amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 
rs, and Senate. I asked him in.reference to the claim. || time, of the chief of the Bureau of Yards and | The yeas and nays were ordered. 
ir Man. His answer was: “Sir, he is an Impostor; he has Docks, who had this branch of the public service Mr. GWIN. I do not intend to discuss the 
view of no merits whatever in reference to the transactions; | in charge, and who, it is reasonable to conclude, matter, but I will say, that the success of the 
try, to he is trying to take merits which belong to other || knew all about the facts of the case. This report || amendment of the Senator from Indiana is equiva- 
agents persons; he never introduced the culture of this |! Sustains the position taken by the honorable Sen- || jent to the defeat of the bill, and I hope its friends 
article into Kentucky or Missouri.”’ ator from Delaware, in which | concur, that there | w11) vote acainst the amendment. 
agents With these conflicting opinions, the idea that | is no legal liability whatever on the part of the Mr. BRIGHT. In reply to that, T will state that 
unera. occurred to my mind was, that, in order to give || United States. Whatever we allow isa gratuity; | it gives $15,000, a handsome sum for nothing. 
ed, be. me sufficient evidence to warrant any compensa- | but, under all the circumstances, | am willing, Mr. GWIN.. Thé Senator and myself happen 
1s One. tion to the party, grounded upon the great benefit (so far as the proof goes to establish the fact that | to differ in regard to that matter. I think the 
he pa- conferred upon the country, but more particularly || this individual expended money) to reimburse | claimant is entitled to $30,000. If we give him 
posed upon the States of Missouri and Kentucky, or any | him, The claimant, | believe, is a citizen of Ken- any relief, we should give him what he is entitled 
nvresg other State which is a hemp growing State, those | tucky or Missouri; at any rate, he is vibrating +| i, ; 
David States where this division of opinion occurred, as || between these two States. | recollect that, when The question being taken by yeas and nays 
f con. they are composed of a generous: people, of an | the claim was originally introduced, it was op- upon the amendment, resulted—yeas 20, nays 17; 
ve per intelligent people, should have furnished to us res- |, posed by both the Senators from Missouri, [Mr. |) as follows: 
done. olutions vindicating his title to having conferred | ATCHISON and Mr. Benron.} It has never had YEAS—Mesers. Adams, Allen, Atchison, Bayard, 
nt. A so great a benefit upon his country. | the sanction of the Legislatures of either of the | Bright, Chase, Clay, Clayton, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, 
louse, Sir, if the fact were true, there can*be no doubt States where the claimant resided. As was prop- | Gillet, Hamlin, Hunter, James, Slidell, Stuart, Sumner, 
rity, that the Legislature of Kentucky or Missouri || erly remarked by the honorable Senator from Del- hones - Kraeachy, aad, Seeeces pons 
nt he would have passed sucharesolution. But | have || aware, if he were a public benefactor, and if he waineuan Poa hat babaned: Sanaa of trad: Deaiee? 
No, no such evidence of the general opinion of those had conferred such general benefit on those States, | Tennessee. Mallory, Norris, Pewit, Rockweil, Seward, 
nount States; and when I find balanced opinions among | why did they neglect his interests, and not en-| Wade, and Wetler—17. 
raise individual men as to the existence of any merit at force them, and cimmend them to the sanction So the amendment was adopted. 
ment, all on the part of the claimant, as to whether he |, of Congress? 28 The bill. as amended, was thes 6hdered tb be 
A ape- rendered any services at all, or whether he did not || Mr. President, | am willing to vote for a smal! 1 'f nar pas Pets 
: . engrossed fora third reading; and was read a third 
viola- impose himself upgn the country as having ren- || appropriation to this individual as an equitable ahd’ ahd oneal - 
Rose? dered services which were, in fatt, rendered by || claim; but I cannot vote to allow him $30,000. I mes passed. 
ich | others, 1 cannot undertake to vote the pioney out | do notconcur with the Senator from Califurnia, that ’ ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 
rence of the Treasury of the United States. the unjustclaims which are presented here are more During the discussion’ of the bill for the relief 
ao Jt is exactly in that point of view, if you go | likely to pass than those which are just. That | of David Myerle, a message was received from 
se in. upon the ground of benefit conferred, that the |, is an illiberal view, | think, of our mode of legis- | the House of Representatives, by Mr. McKean, 
nter: testimony which I have seen puts my mind into | lation. Itis the duty of every Senator to scan | Chief Clerk, announcing that the House had nen- 
‘ich | astate of doubt. The claimant may or may not |/*closely theclaims which come here, privateor pub- | concurred in the amendment of the Senate to the 
based have rendered services. If he did, it is in his || lic, and see that money .is not improperly taken | resolution of the House in reference to the ad- 
Dress power to prove his case. 1! am perfectly satisfied || from the public Treasury. Sir, to oppose private | journment of the present Congress. _ 
that this is so. If the case is one of undoubted || claims isa very thankless office; but it is neverthe- Mr. GWIN. I hopethe Senate will suspend 
 pre- merit, as has been alleged, there can be reason as- | less a duty which prompts many of us to do that the consideration of this bill for a moment, and 
re of signed why long since the Legislatures of those |, which we would gladly avoid I dislike very | take upthe message from the House and act upon 
f the States which have had the peculiar benefit arising |, much to oppose the claim. | know the appeal it. ’ 
sed, from the introduction of the water-rotting of which has been made from time to time to pass Mr. STUART. [ object. — ot. 
ple. hemn, should not have testified to the country and | It; but I feel a sense of duty incumbent on me not Mr. GWIN. Then we will pass this bill first. 
eens to Congress their sense of the merits of the indi- | to vote for the bill in its present shape. I wish to Subsequently, the Senate, on motion by Mr. 
“and vidual who has performed that service. On these | reduce the amount; and, therefore, as the bill in || Gwin, insisted on its amendment, providing fora 
t, ae grounds, stated very briefly, | am opposed to the || its present stage is not open to amendment, | | recess from July 17, to October 16, and asked for 
sno claim. | move to reconsider the vote by which it was or- |, a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
erle: _ Mr. BRIGHT. I have effected in part the ob- | dered to be engrossed for a third reading. My Houses. 
she ject I had in view in moving the reconsideration, || object is to move to strike out $30,000 and insert On motion by Mr. GWIN, the President pro 
ther ; has drawn a speech from the honorable Senator |, $19,000. ; tempore was authorized to appoint the committee 
iby rom Delaware. I can say to him [ concur gen- || Mr. BADGER. Is that motion to reconsider | on the part of the Senate; and the Chair ap- 
erally in the views he has expressed, that there is | in order? : pointed Messrs. Gwin, Suupert, and Fisa the 
rop- no legal liability on the part of the United States || The PRESIDENT. Most assuredly. committee. 
ale to pay a dollar of this money. Whatever maybe | Mr. GWIN. The vote on ordering the bill to | HOUR OF MEETING. 
Sian allowed the claimant, must be allowed on the || be engrossed was taken three or four weeks ago. pies * | 
sof principles of equity and justice. The Secretary || The PRESIDENT. One vote has been recon- Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 
af. of the Navy had at no time eutharity to enter || sidered. | tion for conciveration: pie ts 
im, Into a contract with this individual, t was an|) Mr. BADGER. The vote that the bill pass | . Sones That the Senate meet hereafter at nine o’clock, 
aed assumption on his part, that in the event the ex- | has been reconsidered. a NTRODUCED 
a periment he proposed making, through his agent, | Mr. PETTIT. If | understand my coileague, ore : ¥ : 
hip succeeded, the Government would remunerate || he moves to reconsider the vote by which the bill | Mr. CLAY, by unanimons consent. asked and 
J to him for his labor; and that if he failed, they || was engrossed, so as to get it open to amend- |) Obtained leave to introduce a bill to consutute 
as would, to a certain extent, remunerate him for || ment. Tuscumbia, in the State of Alabama, a port of 
ally his losses and expenses. Legally speaking, this | Mr. BRIGHT. The Senate this morning re- delivery; which was read twice by its title, and 
ae individual has no claim whatever against the Gov- || considered the vote passing the bill. 1 believe, referred to the Committee on Commerce. * 


ernment. It is a mere question of equity, whether 


" the United States will compensate him in part for 


| 


however, it is not yet open to amendment. 


The PRESIDENT. 


It is not, without recon-!! 


COLONEL JOHN ANDERSON. 
Mr. STUART. | appeal to the Senatenow to 








158 


take up a bill which was reported from the Com- 
mitiee on Claims, * for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of the late Colonel John Anderson,”’ 
which has been pending for a long ume. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury Department to examine and 
adjust the claim of the legal representatives-of the 
late Colonel John Anderson, of Michigan, for a 
house or other buildings destroyed by the enemy 
during last war with Great Britain, in conse- 
quence Of the occupancy of those buildings by the 
troops of the United States, and to pay the amount 
found to be due; but no allowance is to be made 
for personal property, and the amount paid is not 
to exceed $3,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 ask for the reading of the 
report in this case, and then I wish also to have 
read the antecedent report of the same committee 
of the Senate, adverse to the case. 

The Secretary read the report made by the 
Committee on Claims at the present session, from 
which it appears that the claim has been long 
before Congress, and several adverse reports have 
been made upon it, on the ground that the build- 
ings were not destroyed ull some time after they 
had ceased to be occupied by the American troops. 
The property was situated at Frenchtown, on the 
river Raisin, and, soon after the commencement 
of the war of 1512, was taken possession of by 
Quartermaster Reid, and made a depository for 
military stores of the United States. In August 
the place was surrendered to the British, a drum 
and some muskets being left in the house; and it 
appears to have been occupied by them until the 
approach of General Winchester, when the enemy 
retired, leaving the house suil standing. On the 
defeat of General Winchester, Colonel Anderson’s 
house was again occupied by the British and In- 
dians; and they continued to occupy it until June, 
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1 from New Hampshire, (Mr. Norris.) I think so, 


1813, when, being compelled to evacuate the place, | 


they sét fire to it and destroyed it, stating, as the 
reason for doing so, that the place had been used 


for a military depository, and as barracks for the | 


American troops, and that that justified their 
destruction, to prevent their being so used again. 

By the evidence, as formerly presented, it did 
not appear that the place had been occupied by 
the American troops during the time that General 
Winchester’s forces held the town, and after it 


had been occupied by the enemy and abandoned || 
But itappears | 


by them without being destroyed. 
from the testimony now submitted, that it was 
occupied by a portion of a company of spies and 
rangers in the American service up to the time of, 
and during the action which resulted in the defeat 
of General Winchester. It appears to have been 


then immediately reoccupied by the enemy, who, | 


after some delay, destroyed it. 

When the case was submitted to the Third 
Auditor, under the act of 1825, the ground of ob- 
jection, as stated by him, was, that the buildings 
were not destroyed till some time after they had 
ceased to be occupied by the American troods. 
But it appears that the American troops did not 
cease to occupy them until they were driven out 
by the enemy. If the oop! had proceeded to 
destroy them at once, it would seem to be a case 
clearly within the rules heretofore recognized; and 
the committee do not perceive that their having 


delayed the destruction so long, and only so long || 


as suited their own convenience, can justly exclude 
the claimants from the indemnity to which they 
would have otherwise been clearly entitled. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish only to state, that it 
appears this claim came before the Senate of the 
United States not on the report of a committee, 
but on a House bill for the relief of the party, at 
the first session of the Fifteenth Congress, and 
that then it was rejected by the vote of the Senate. 
I cannot see how we can ascertain the facts, or ap- 
ply the principles of relief to those facts, as to re- 
mote transactions, any better now than the Senate 
could then. 1 think that a decision of this kind— 


| but it 8 not on the list, for it seems that it was 
not printed. I do not pretend to go into the par- 
cular circumstances of this case; I only state 
these general facts. 

Mr. STUART. The report which has just 
been read shows distinctly why the decision of 
ihe committee, at this day, was contrary to, the 
decision of the Senate at a former period. The 
committee state that additional evidence was fur- 
nished to them satisfactorily to prove that the very 
point upou which the Senate rejected it before was 
an error, The Senate rejected the claim on the 
ground that there was no evidence to show that 
the property was destroyed, because it was occu- 


pied by the troops of the country; but the com- || 


mittee say that the evidence is now satisfactory to 
prove that fact. Thatis the very point of the case. 
Mr. BAYARD. lI know, Mr. President, that 

| that is the mode in which these bills are managed 
here, and | have exposed it before. Here isa 
| transaction which occurred forty years ago, and 
the men of that day investigated the matter imme- 
diately, or shortly after the transaction occurred. 
At the first session of the Fifteenth Congress, the 
claim was under consideration, and rejected. Now, 
this committee can know nothing more of what 
was then before the Senate, and what discussion 
was then had in the Senate, than we ourselves. 
ihe Senate, on a vote, deliberately rejected the 
claim when the transaction was recent, and when 
the party had full means of presenting his claim, 
and when the principles connected with this class 
of claims, and the fact necessary to be proved, 
were as well known as they can be now. ~ | 
Know not what is evidencein this particular case; 
but I understand the whole of this doctrine of 
** additional evidence.”’ 
ata late day, comes in with some hearsay testi- 
mony—for it cannot be anything else at this lapse 
of ume—of some person who swears in such a 
manner as to vary the facts of the case. 1am not 


willing to take such evidence as countervailing | 


testimony, obtained when the transaction was 
recent. 


I have not examined the facts and circumstances | 
of this special case, and [ do not mean to do it. | 


I have read the former adverse report of the com- 
mittee, and that satisfies me. It seems to me, 
that when a claim of this character on the Gov- 
ernment was made, and there was insufficient evi- 
dence to sustain it at a time when the facts were 
recent, and the party had ample means of know- 
ing what he would be required to prove, we should 
not now reopen it. The law was general, and the 
facts necessary to be proved were as well known 
then as now, and | say the proof then was not 
sufficient to sustain the case, and, on a formal 
| vole, the Senate rejected the claim. Common jus- 
tice to the public requires that we should adhere 
to that decision as final. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, as I have a per- 
sonal knowledge of many of these facts, and know 
, more about them, probably, than any man now 

living, the Senate will excuse me if | make a brief 
| statement. I knew the father of these petitioners 


, very well, and a more true and patriotic American 


' 


_never lived. In the face of a solemn capitulation 


he was driven from the country by the British the | 
| moment they got possession, and never returned 
/unul he returned with the conquering American | 
His house was a very convenient one. | 
It was occupied successively by the British and | 
You cannot carry the | 


| Army. 


| by the American troops. 
strict principles of civilized warfare into the cir- 
cumstances connected with that frontier, where 
the English and the Indians were fighting in coali- 
tion against the American troops. Itis totally 
impossible. This Llouse, as | say, was conve- 
nient, and it was occupied by the American troops 

| and by the British troops three or four times suc- 

| cessively. 

Now, what is the simple fact of the case? The 

| house was occupied by one after the other, until 
finally, in 1813, on the return of the American 

| Army, the British, who then occupied it, burned 


not the report of a committee, but the decision of | it. It is palpableto me, as they did not burn other 


the Senate itself—ought to be entitled to some 
weight, particularly when | have often heard the 
reports of committees here spoken of as sufficient 
te justify the passage of a bill. Further, | may 
sayethat I think, within the last four years this 
claim was again before the Senate, and an adverse 
report was made on it by, I believe, the Senator 


| 
} 


| buildings there, that they burned this house be- 
| cause it had been a continued fortification, and 
_ because it had been in the continued possession of 


| the British and American armies during the hos- 


| tilities on the frontier. No doubt they looked upon 
| it, at the time of the burning, as a building be- 
| longing, in fact, to the American Government, 


It means that the party, | 


June 80, 
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| because it had been occupied by the American 


| troops, and they burned it in consequence of tha: 
| occupation. That is the true state of the case 
This man was obnoxious to the British on ag. 
count of his patriotism. Surely, the Senate will 
not make thata reason for not paying his childrey 
| | know his exertions and services; and | say here. 
_in my place, and no man living knows the fact 
better than I do, that there never were a people 
who, under such trials and difficulties, asserted 
their attachment to the American Union more 
strongly than those who lived on that frontier, jn 
| the face of the overwhelming force of the English 
and Indians who swept the country, and took 
| everything from us; yet they have received almog 


| nothing. This is one of the very few cases tha: 

| come almost within the most stringent principles 
of relief. I hope the Senate will pass the bill, 

| Mr. BAYARD. I do not wish to comment on 

| this particular case, for | have no remarks to 


|| make upon it, except to state that there was an 


_ adverse repor@n the occasion to which I referred, 
| andgthat at an early day the bill was rejected by 
| the Senate. I wish to mention a fact in connec. 
tion with this matter. 1 stated to the Senate, 
| when I opposed one of these claims for spoliations 
| by the British during the war of 1812, which was 
| subsequently passed, that the committee of the 
House of Representatives appointed for the pur- 
pose of inquiring into the propriety of extending 
| the general laws of 1816 and 1817, which provided 
| for the payment of these claims, reported against 
it on the ground that already, at that early day, 
| frauds under those acts had become so extensive 
|| that it would be better for the general morals of 
| the people even to have some just cases go unpaid 
|| than to persist in continuing those laws. In 
looking into the testimony on which that report 
was based, I found the wildest system of fraud, 
|| on this very frontier, that has ever exiated, | ven- 
|| ture to say, in this or any other country. One 
|| fact alone, which I will mention, goes to show 
| how far it extended. 
| A-captain who had been in the regular Army 
|| of the United States was afterward appointed a 
judge of the court of common pleas in New York. 
| lt was proved incontestibly, that he used to sign 
|| affidavits by the ream, and let them go out to the 
confederates to write over them what names they 
pleased, and what statements they pleased, in or- 
der to prove losses incurred by the enemy or by 
| the acts of our own troops. That was one of the 
‘| general facts proved in the case. There were 
many others of the same character. If any Sen- 
ator will take the trouble to investigate the testi- 
mony given at that time in relation to those frauds, 
he will be'Satisfied that it is humanly imposible to 
ro that parties, who were not able to estab- 
|| lish, by fair and sufficient testimony, their claims 
at the time when the transactions occurred, (when 
there was quite as much willingness to pay as 
| there can be now,) should be paid at this time, 
when we have no means whatever of testing the 
accuracy or the truth of the sources on which 
|| they rest their claims. 
|| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
'| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
| reading, read a third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by’Mr. Sipyey Waesrter, his 
Secretary, announcing that, on the 29th instant, he 
had approved and signed the following bills, which 

had originated in the Senate: 
| An act for the relief of James Jeffries and Jer- 
emiah M. Smith; 

An act for the relief of Ira Day, of Vermont; 

An act to reimburse to the Common Council of 
New York city expenditures made for the first 
regiment of New York volunteers; ; 

An act confirming certain land claims in Lout- 
siana in the Bastrop grant; 

An act to authorize the issue of registers to ves- 
sels owned by the Accessory Transit Company; 

An act for the relief of Priscilla Simonds; 

An act for the relief of Moses Olmstead ; 

An act for the relief of Zadoc C. Inghram; 

An act for the relief of Llewellyn Washington; 
and 

A joint resolution giving the consent of Con- 

ress to the nee, by Lieutenant M. F. 
aury, of the Navy, of a gold medal from his 
Majesty the King of Sweden. 
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GENERAL NATHANIEL GREENE. 

Mr. EVANS. I did not propose to ask the 
Senate to depart from the regular order of busi- 
ness; but as they have already done it in one cases 
| ask the consent of the Senate to take up and con- 
sider now the bill reported from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims ‘‘ for the relief of Phineas 
M. Nightingale, administrator of the estate of 
General Nathaniel Greene, deceased.’’ 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Mr. Nightingale, as administrator of 
the estate of General Greene, $9,018 63, with in- 
terest at the rate of six per cent. per annum from 
July 6, 1850, until paid, in liquidation of a balance 
due to the estate of General Greene for becoming 
security for Banks & Co., Army contractors in the 
Revolution. 

Mr. BELL. I move to amend the bill 7 
striking out 1850 and inserting 1794, so as to-al- 
low interest from 1794 until the money be paid. 
This, sir, is not like those cases in which ‘the Sen- 
ate have adopted the stringent rule of not paying 
interest. It is not like the case of commutation 
or half pay to the officers of the revolutionary 





army. Itisacase which, perhaps, is without pre- 
cedent. So far asl know, it is altogether without 
precedent. This is not a proposition to compen- 


sate General Greene for revolutionary services, 
meritorious as his were, but for the sacrifice of his 
own private property incurred by becoming the 
surety of the Unite 
the armies of the South ata most perilous and 
exigent period of the revolution. 


Which should come within the common rule of not 
paying interest, I shall not have another word to 


say. Let me repeat, however, that thisis a prop- | 


oxition not to compensate the heirs of General 
Greene for his revolutionary services, but to in- 
demnify them for the sacrifice of his owa proper- 
ty, as the surety, | may say, of the Government, 
in laying in supplies for the subsistence of the 
armies. The contractors were unable to furnish 
supplies for the Army without General Greene’s 
personal obligation to pay, and he agreed, by his 
own signature, to indorse the credit of the Con- 
federation of the United States for the amount of 
supplies that might be furnished. 

If | supposed that honorable Senators here could 


concur in the sentiment that this was acase which | 


should come within the commonrule, I would not 
offer this amendment. I know the committee have 
proposed to give this eee under the restric- 
tion of the ordinary rule, but I say this is not an 
ordinary ora common case. This is not the kind 
of case in regard to which the Congress of the 
United States have laid down the principle that 
they will pay no interest. This, sir, was an ob- 
ligation on the part of this Government to indem- 
nify General Greene. He had to make the sacri- 
fice of his own property in order to pay this debt, 
which was not his own debt, but the debt of the 
Government of the United States. Is that an 
ordinary case? 

Congress, in 1792, passed a bill for the relief of 
General Greene. They did it under certain anti- 
cipations, which have not been realized. It so 
turned out that the amount which Congress at 
that time agreed to appropfiate was not sufficient. 
From that time until this claim was presented— 
an interval of nearly sixty years—the question 
was in litigation, whether certain real estate sit- 
uated in South Carolina, was actually liable for 
the payment of this debt. It was property taken 
as collateral security by General Greene, to in- 
demnify himself against this obligation, and the 


Government of the United States, in the act of | 


1792, provided that the amount realized from it 
should be deducted from the indemnity to him. 


I believe there have been sixty years of litigation _ 


about it. 
Mr. EVANS. It was fifty years from the time 


of the sale until the final decree of the court of | 


equity. 

_Mr. BELL. Then there were fifty years of 
litigation till this claim was presented here. At 
all events, it was only a short time before the 
claim was presented that the litigation was determ- 
ined; and # was not known until within a very 
short period before the presentation of the claim, 
whether that property was really liable for the 
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debt or not. By the adjudication of the courts of | Mr. EVANS. Nothing heard of it anywhere, 
South Carolina, it was decided that it was not so | so far as | know, or so far as there is any evi- 
liable, and this application was delayed until this Pdence, until some time within a year or two of 
late period, merely because it could not be known || 1840. Then, it appeared, upon investigation, that 
with certainty, till within a few years ago, that || the creditor in England had never been paid, and 
there was any liability on the part of the Govern- || his administrator filed a bill in chancery to sub- 
ment to indemnify the heirs of General Greene for || ject this land to the payment of his money; and 
this residuum. That accounts satisfactorily for || then it turned out, too, that his agent who had 
the delay. But still, sir, this is a case sui generis. | bought the land had never taken title. The alleged 
It stands on its own footing. It rests on no prin- | ground upon which he had not taken title was 
ciple applicable to the general class of cases on || that there was a dispute about the land. For this 
which Congress have decided that they will pay || reason, the title had never been perfected and the 
no interest. | money never paid. That bill was dismissed, be- 
Sir, is it just to refuse interest in thiscase, when | cause it appeared, from the original decree made 
we consider the generous, the liberal, even the | in 1788, or thereabouts, that General Greene's rep- 
bountiful spirit of the Government in making com- || resentatives had an interest init. Another bill 
pensation to the revolutionary officers and soldiers, | was filed, and then General Greene’s representa- 
and to the officers and soldiers of every war which | tives were made parties, and that is the first time 
has taken place from the period of the Revolution | anything was known of this case, so far as they 
to this day? We have been generous, liberal,and || were concerned. During the lapse of time from 
bountiful in voting both lands and money, as a || 1789, when the land was sold, up to 1840, this 
ee rule, even for slight military services. || plantation had gone to ruin; and when it was sub- 
|| Here is a case presented for actual losses, sacri- || sequently sold under. the original decree, instead 
fices of private property incurred on account of || of bringing the sum it at first brought, it was sold 
| becoming surety of the Government when it was || for only $13,000, and left General Greene’s rep- 
without credit, and when the march of the very || resentatives only about $2,000 instead of £2,400. 
expedition in which General Greene was then en- || Their application now is to be refunded the differ- 
| gaged depended on procuring immediate subsist- || ence between the £2,400 and the sum they actually 
ence for his troops; and he pledged his private || received, which was less than $2,000. 
fortune, and has had to sacrifice it. [ merely pre- | Mr. BELL. I wish to ask the honorable Sena- 
sent this as a question whether you will pay in- || tor whether the title to this property was not in 
| terest in such a case,or not. I see, however, that | litigation from an early period? 
| it is not the disposition of the Senate to have any || Mr. EVANS. There was no litigation about 
protracted discussion on questions of this descrip- | it. It was in dispute; but there was no litigation, 
tion, and [ submit. so far as General Greene’s heirs ever took any 
Mr. EVANS. Mr. President, this is a meri- | participation in it. The land was abandoned; 
|| torious claim; but at the same time it rests on the || third persons set up claims to it. There was a 
|| same footing in regard to the allowance of interest | claim set up by the heir-at-law of the original 
as a hundred other cases which have been acted | mortgagor; but there was no proceeding in any 
on in the Senate. The facts are these: Whilst | court, and no notice taken of it, until about 1840, 
General Greene commanded the American troops Mr. BELL. Does the honorable Senator mean 
in Charleston, in 1782 and 1783, he found great | that no case was pending in the courts of South 
| difficulty in supplying them with clothing and | Carolina during that time? 
| provisions. He entered into an agreement with Mr. EVANS. I say no case was pending with 
anks & Co., who contracted to furnish the sup- | which General Greene’s heirs had anything to do, 
plies necessary; but upon their own credit they || and there was never any case pending in court 
| could not do it. General Greene, therefore, was | in relation to this land until 1830, which was forty 
| compelled, in order to procure these supplies, to years after the original sale, when the administra- 
| put his name to the bond which was given to the | tor of Murray filed a bill against a Mr. Daniel, 
persons from whom the supplies were furnished. | who was in possession of the land. 
| An order was given by General Greene upon Mr. | Mr. BELL. As I understand it, it was in liti- 
Morris, who was the treasurer in Philadelphia, gation from as early as 1788 or 1789. There was 
| for the payment of this amount, and it was paid. | then a decree for the sale, and the property was 
|| The Government of the United States paid it to || gold. 
the contractor for whom General Greene was se- Mr. EVANS. But there was no litigation. 
curity; but he, instead of applying the money to Mr. BELL. That was in a suit at chancery; 
|| the payment of this debt, appropriated it to other || but the money was not paid, and there was not a 
|| purposes, and left the bond on which General finality to that proceeding until after 1840. Gen- 


| Greene was security unpaid. The result was, | eral Greene died previous to that original sale, as I 
| that General Greene was liable, and subsequently P . : 


a derstand. 
| did pay the debt, and in the year 1791 his exec- ya EVANS E believe he id 

utrix petitioned Congress to be relieved. In the M , BELL ‘H died in 1787 : 1788. As I 
| mean time, however, General Greene had obtained . : Poe ae ae aten Coe e 


understand the case, there was no settlement of 
that sale; there was no final decree; the money was 
not paid between the parties, but there were two 
or three who claimed the property at different 
times, and there was no final settlement until 1840, 


| some security from a man by the name of Ferrie, 
who was one of the partners of the firm of Banks 
| & Co., by a mortgage, or lien of some sort, on a 
tract of land; but this land was liable to a prior 
mortgage of £1,000 sterling to a man in England nal 
| by the nameof Murray. In 1788, afier the death as Pr ase oe : 
| of General Greene, I believe, the mortgagor in Mr. EVANS. There was a final decree in 
| England filed his bill to foreclose the mortgage. | 1789, I think it was. The commissioner then re- 
|| General Greene’s family about the same time in- Ported that the land had been sold for so much, 
|| stituted proceedings against Ferrie, who was enti- and the court decreed that Murray’s mortgage of 
tled to the reversionary interest in the land. Upon £1,000 should be paid, and that the balance, af- 
the bearing of the case, the cpurt ordered that the terwards ascertained to be £2,400, should be paid 
|| land should be sold, and the proceeds of the sale | the representatives of General Greene. hat 
| applied, first to the extinguishment of the mort- |, ¥88 ® final proceeding; but the then purchaser 
| gage, and then that the balance should go to Gen- || N€VEF took title, and never paid the money. His 
| eral Greene. The land was sold. [t brought || pretext for not doing it was, that the title was dis- 
enough to pay the mortgage, and left £2,400 over puted. It turned out that there was a claim set 
‘and above it, which was applicable to General || UP to it, but that the claim was utterly worthless; 
Greene’s claim. Well, sir, when General Greene | 204 it was proved to be so at the end. y 
applied to the Government to be reimbursed, Mr. BELL. That was finally settled in 1840, 
|| Congress agreed to indemnify him for this loss | OF thereabouts. 
which he had sustained. The Government, how- Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. 
| ever, had already paid the amount, and it was Mr. BELL. General Greene was dead during 
nota legal obligation on them. General Greene the whole period of this transaction. Thr: act of 
was not their security; he was security for an Congress for his relief was passed in 1792. It 
army agent. On the settlement of this claim of was based upon that decree for the sale of this 
General Greene’s, however, this sum of £2,400. land; and the sum to which he was entitled under 
|, was deducted. Nothing was heard of this matier | that original decree, £2,400, was excepted out of 
|| from that time until about 1840. the indemnity allowed him at that time, not one 
Mr. BELL. Nothing heard by this Govern- | cent of which did his heirs ever receive except 
ment? |, $2,000. 
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Mr. EVANS. I think it was something less 
than $2,000 ” 

Mr. BELL. Onthe final settlement of the case 
in 1840, it appeared that, at that late period, his 
estate was only entitled to nearly $2,000 out of 
that fund. ‘The major part wentto pay a prior lien. 
Now, the honorable Senator says that General 
Greene was not the surety of the Government, 
and the Government is not legally responsible, 
because he was only security foran Army officer, 
for example, the commissary of purchases, or 
whoever was authorized to furnish supplies to the 
Army. General Greene became his surety upon 
what I understand to be an indisputed fact, that 
without his name the purchases could not have 
been made. That is admitted. 

Mr. EVANS. ‘That is the evidence. 

Mr. BELL. Ae the Senator suggests, that is 
proved by the evidence, yet now the assumption 
18, that this was no debt of the Government, and 
it is upon that legal technicality thatthe claim for 
interest is resisted, 

Sir. | do not know whether the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina is acquainted with the 
sacrificea which were made by General Greene; 
but [ understand they were very great; and the 
other day, I heard great praise bestowed in this 
Chamber on the liberality and generosity of South 
Carolina to General Greene, in consequence of his 
military services in the South. As I understand 
the case, every cent of the bounty allowed him in 
1792 was swept away to pay this surety debt to 
the Government of the United States—not to the 
Government directly, but to the officer of the 
Government, who otherwise would not have been 
able to purchase the supplies necessary for the 
eupport of the Army. It is true that General 
Greene was not the surety of the Government, 


but the surety of the proper officer of the Govern- | 
ment, and it is not denied that, without his becom- 


ing responsible for these purchases, they could 
not have been made. ’ 

Now, sir, under these circumstances, will the 
Senate say that they regard this as an ordinary 
claim against the Government? When the repre- 


sentatives of General Greene first presented their 
claim in 1792, the Government recognized its jus- 


tice, and made, as was then supposed, ample pro- 
vision for its payment. It turned out, however, 
that it was not sufficient. The question is, whether 
you will pay interest for the sacrifices made of 
General Greene’s property in 1794, or whether 
you will put this in the ordinary class of claims, 


and say that the Government is always able to || 


pay its debts, and should pay no interest. 
is the issue. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I shall vote 
with a great deal of pleasure for adding to the 
amount mentioned in this bill the interest pro- 
posed to be granted by theamendment. For one, 
sir, ! shall not stop to inquire whether it can be 
claimed upon strict technical principles, such as 
would be enforced in courts of law or in courts of 
equity. It is sufficient for me to know that the 
original sum is an equitable demand; that, in my 
opinion, the Government ought never to have 


That 


count of the particular responsibility which he had 
assumed. his is no ordinary claim. It is a 
claim for no ordinary person. Who was General 
Greene, sir? 
to be held dear to the hearts of every portion of 
the American people. Coming from the extreme 
northeast, and leading our armies in the most 


Why, sir, he wasa man who ought 


trying and arduous period of the Revolution, | 
through the southern country, he has, by his ser- | 


vices, shed a glory upon the whole country, and 
illustrated his military career with a distinction 
second only to that of Washington. 

Now, sir, when this question is moved, shall 


we trouble ourselves, in making full and ample | 


remuneration and indemnit 


precedents? Are we afraid that cases of this char- 


ys by inquiring about | 
1 


acter will arise in. such numbers as to bankrupt | 


the Treasury? Sir, we need have no fear of that 
kind. 
General Greene before you, through his repre- 
sentatives and children, to ask anything of this 
Government? 
once ina century, I hope the Senate will vote 
not only the principal, but the interest; that they 
will say at once, ** We do not settle with him or 
bis children as would a Shylock; we do not un- 


When will you have again such a man as | 


We shal! not have such a man | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


! 
| 


| General 


| money was lying in the Treasury. 
fore, so far as | can comprehend, is like all other | 

| cases where demands exist against the Govern- | 

I take the rule to be, (and it is that rule || 


| 


|| dertake to insist on applying to him what may be | 
|| the rules we should apply to ordinary men who 

traffic with the Government for purposes of pecu- | 
| niary advantage or profit; but we settle with hum | 


in a spirit of grateful liberality, to which his de 


| voted patriousm and glorious services eminently | 
| entitle him, and make up to his family, by a full | 


and generous indemity, all the losses which he 
or they have sustained.’’? The case stands free of 


all difficulty in regard to precedent. It is by itself, | 


It has no parallel in the past, and it will have none 
in the future. 


nation from the stain of leaving anything unpaid 


to which this gallant chieftain, this noble patriot | 


and benefactor of his country, through his chil- 
dren, may be supposed to have any species of 
claim. 

EVANS. 


Mr. Mr. President, I would be 


| among the last to depreciate, in the slightest de- | 
gree, the debt of gratitude which we owe to Gen- 
| eral Greene; but the only question here is, whether 


we shall depart, in this case, from the uniform 


practice upon which our legislation has proceeded ? | 

* 
representatives knew many | 
years ago that they had notgotthismoney. They | 


Greene’s 


made no effort 


to getit. In the mean time the 


ment, 
ipon which the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims has acted,) that a valid claim against the 


Government is like a debt payable on demand, and | 
| that, until the demand is 
| interest. 


made, it does not bear 


tained in the memorial which was presented, in- 
cluding interest, amounts to $58,000. 
ate are prepared to establish a new rule, very 
well. If they are disposed to adhere to the old 
one, I am willing to vote for the bill as it is. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I rise merely to 
say to my friend from South Carolina, that the 
proposition to pay interest in this ease is not with- 
out precedent. 


during the Revolution, we went back and paid in- 


terest from the day when the money was loaned, | 


1 do hope, therefore, that the Sen- | 
ate will add the interest to the princip: | sum men- | 
| tioned in the bill; and clear the escutcheon of the | 


This, there- | 


Now, this debt, which was originally | 
about $10,000, according to the computation con- | 


If the Sen- | 
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. June 30, 
of General Greene, principal and interest, | 


_ would not even cut them off with six per cent, I 


would pay them liberally. I have no idea tha 
there are ever going to be any more Geners 
Greenes, though the Government should last for 
two thousand years. You may have Plenty of 
Greens, but you will have no more Nat. Greene, 

Mr. DIXON. I was a member of the commi:. 


t 
l 


| tee that reported this bill to the Senate, and { coy. 


| I confess | believed at the time, as | now beliey 


curred in reporting the bill as it stands, although 
that interest ought to be allowed for the lek 
period. In assenting to the report as made, | wag 
influenced oT by the consideration that the 
Government had not been in the habit of allowino 
interest on such claims. I have considered the 
matter now, and I have brought my judgment to 
the conclusion, in accordance with the feelings of 
my own heart, that I cannot, merely on the ground 
that the Government has failed to do justice jn 
other cases, refuse to do justice in this case which 
appeals so loudly to the sense of right of the coun. 
try. 

Sir, there is a bill pending in the Senate by 
which it is proposed that we shall make donations 
of the public lands to those who have no claing 
whatever upon our bounty. By that bill we are 
to give to all the persons who come from a dis. 
tance, from foreign countries, quarter sections of 
land, merely upon consideration that they will 
settle upon them, though they have no claims 
whatever on our bounty. When those who as. 
sisted in achieving the independence of our coup. 
try, who expended their fortunes in a cause, dear 
not only to the American people, but to the 
world—making sacrifices such as no men, perhapa, 
under any circumstances, made before—appeai to 
the Congress of the United States, or when their 
heirs appeal to the Congress of the United States 
to do them justice, to remunerate them for the 
losses which they sustained in that great struggle 


| for human liberty, we turn coldly from them, and 
| say, we ought not to do this, because it has not 
| been the practice of the Government to do it. If 
| this Government has been in the habit of doin 


It is not two years since, in set- | 
| tling with the heirs of De Neuffville, a German | 


merchant, who made advances to the Government |! act on high principles of justice. 


to the period of settlement—an interval of more |) 


than seventy-five, years. 
Houses, and De Neuffville’s heirs got the money. 
The interest was nearly five times as much as the 





| principal. 
| cases can be like each other—except that General 

| Greene paid as our security, and the other man 

| advanced the money out of his own pocket. 

Will my friend allow me to | 
General Greene was 


That was as much like this as two 


Mr. BADGER. 
suggest another difference ? 
a native, and the other was a foreigner. 


Mr. BROWN. There is another difference too, | 
| I will say to my friend from South Carolina. | 
| When De Neuffville made advances, he did so for | 
| profit. 
allowed General Greene to incur one penny of || 
expenditure, or sustain one penny of loss, on ac- || 


He was a speculator on the Government, 
but still it was an accommodation to our fore- 
fathers to get the money, even on those terms. Yet, 
seventy-five years afterwards, when three quarters 


| of a century had passed away, one of his heirs || 
| in the third or fourth generation came here and | 


asked interest at the hands of Congress. Con- 
gress passed a bill allowing it. There was scarcely 
a dispute in the Senate about it; and the whole 
sum, principal and interest, was paid over. 

Mr.SLIDELL. Probably they did not know 
interest was to be paid. 


Mr. BROWN. They did know it. They first 


| passed a separate bill for the payment of the prin- 


cipal, and then, not feeling that they had done 
justice, they went to work the next year and 
passed a bill allowing the interest. I know all 
about it, because the claim came here from my 





own State. 

Now, I wish to know if we are going to deal 
less justly with a native born American, who, as 
has been said by the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina, occupied the next most conspicuous 
place in the army to General Washington him- 
self? fre we going*to deal less liberally with his 
heirs than we have with the heirs of a foreizn 
German banker? [ thought it was right to pay 
De Neuffville’s heirs, and to pay. them interest. 
I think it is infinitely more right to pay the heirs 


That bill passed both | 





wrong, if it has been in the habit of withholding 
what it ought to have given, it is time that it 
should change its policy; it is time that it should 
I will therefore 
vote for the amendment to allow interest. 

Mr. EVANS. 1 have no particular wishes 
about this matter, but as one of the committee, | 
have reported this bill as I have reported all others, 


If, however, the Senate are prepared to establish 


a different rule, | only desire to say, that I have 


| four or five cases which should be made to conform 


to it, and in which interest ought to be allowed, 
if it be allowed here. 

The question being taken; upon a division there 
was found to be no quorum voting. 

Mr. BROWN. 1 ask for the yeas and nays. 
I am desirous that the bill shall pass to-day, and 
1 know Senators are about the Capitol, and can 
soon be brought in. 

Mr. STUART. I think that if the Senator 
from Tennessee will withdraw his amendment, we 
can easily pass the-bill. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will suggest to my friend 
from Tennessee that persistance in his amend- 


| ment will only endanger, if not defeat, the passage 


of the billin the House.. It will lead to discussion, 
and that is enough of itself to defeat the bill in the 


| House. 





| 


Mr.®ELL. The sum proposed to be given ly 


the billas it now stands, will be a mere trifle when 
| distributed among all the heirs of General Greene; 


but if interest be allowed, they will each get some- 
thing handsome, It is a case in which what would 


| now be considered aa a large estate, has been sac- 
rificed. 
| sent to yield my amendment. 


I do not think that in justice I can con- 


The yeas and nays were ordered. ' 

Mr. BADGER. I beg leave to add a single 
observation on this subject, which has been sug- 
gested to my mind by the remarks of my friend 
from Mississippi. It is very remarkable in the 
history of this country, what discriminations we 
make between our own citizens and foreigners; 
and those discriminations are always made ad- 


| versely to our own people. My friend has pointed 


to one case in which seventy-five yeags’ interest 
was allowed to a foreign banker, who advanced 
moneys for purposes of profitable speculation to 
the Government during the Revolation. Now, 
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cir, 1 wish to call your attention, and that of the 


Senate, to two remarkable cases in our history. 

W hen General Lafayette came to this country, 
Congress at once got up a bill for his relief. I 
believe the foundation of it was, that he had fur- 
niched some money to buy shoes for some of our 
eoidiers in-the Revolutionary war. We. first 
vranted to him $200,000 in stock, bearing five per 
cent. interest, and then, as a mere gratuity, voted 
to him two townships of land, | think, to be se- 
lected by the President of the United States. We 
cave him, | suppose, in round numbers, a half a 
million in money and in lands About the same 
time, we had the only surviving general officer of 
the Revolution, old General St, Clair, in extreme 
old age, in utter destitution and poverty, his 
daughters earning a precarious subsistence at the 
wash-tub, beseeching Congress for some relief, in 
his declining years, from the pressure of age, dis- 
ease, and poverty. For years that venerable old 
mat’s thin white hairs were driven about by the 
north winds of this bleak Capitol of the nation, 
while he was endeavoring to urge, to beg, some 
provision from a reluctant Congress; and-finally, 
some few months, if | recollect aright, before his 
death, Congress, who had presented $500,008 in 
money and lands, toa foreigner who had aided 
in the revolutionary struggle, were stimulated, in 
their great desire to remember and reward the rev- 
olutionary services of our own people, so far as to 
vote to that old patriot and soldier a pension of 
sixty dollars a month from the time the act passed 
to his death, which event closed his mortal career, 
and sealed up a just commentary upon the dis- 
criminating spirit with which we reward those of 
our own native citizéns who serve us, by his sink- 
ing into the grave, 

Mark you, Mr. President, | wish it to be un- 
derstood, I say not one word either against the 
amount or the propriety of the grant that was made 
to General Lafayette; fur from it. All that was 
right. It only becomes wrong when it is placed 
in contrast with the hard-hearted penuriousness 
which suffered old General St. Clatr to sink into 
the grave in penury, with his daughters exposed 
to the greatest hardships, and suffering under the 
greatest difficulties that poverty could bring upon 
them, and from which an ungrateful country re- 
fused to relieve either him or them. 

Now, sir, we have presented here another ex- 
ample. De Neuffville advanced a sum of money 
with a view to make profit, and we paid seventy- 
five years interest upon it. General Greene incur- 
red losses without any view to profit. Sir, profit 
had no place in his speculations. Profit to himself 
entered not into his dealings with his country. 

It was her independence, her honor, her interest, 
which he sought, with a generous self-devotion, 
to advance by exposing in her cause life, and 
fortune, and all that was dear to him; and now 
will the Senate say, ‘* we will settle wig his chil- 
dren on the principles of a miser; will cut short 
the allowance to him which is necessary to a full 
indemnity against loss, and while that interest is+ 
asked for a period of time short in comparison 
with the period for which we allowed interest to 
a foreign banker dealing with us for pecuniary 
profit.” Well, sir, we may do this, and possibly 
itmay be all right; but, to mv understanding, if 
we should do it, the cases will stand to our dis- | 
grace in irreconcilable hostility. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
a yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 24, nays 9; as 
ollows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Atchison, Badger, Bell, 
Brown, Clay, Dixon, Fessenden, Fish, Geyer, Gillette, 
Gwin, Johnson, Jones of Lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, 


Rockwell, Seward, Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of Ken- 


tucky, Wade, and Weller—24 
NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Brodhead, Chase, Dodge of 


Towa, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Norris, Slideli, and Williams—9. | 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 


as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading, was read a third time, and passed. 
UTICA STEAM WOOLEN COMPANY. 


Mr. FISH. lL ask the Senate to take up the 
bill, from the House of Representatives, ‘‘for the 
relief of the Utica Steam Woolen Company,” 
which [ think will not give rise to a word of de- 


bate, and to which | presume there will be no 
Objection whatever. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as H 





in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- | 
eration of the bill. 

It appropriates $1,181 16 to the Utica Steam 
Woolen Company, of Utica, in the State of New 
York, in full of their account for interest on 
goods furnished to the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment. 

In 1851, the company made a contract with G. 
H. Crossman, quartermaster, in behalf of the 
United States, to furnish certain broadcloths, to be 
used for making clothing for the Army, and that 
they were to be paid from time to ume, as the 
goods were delivered. ‘The contract was fulfilled 
by the coOmpany; but, by reason of the late period 
at which the appropriation bills for that year were 
passed, the money was nobready until some me 
after the delivery of the cloths. The claim is for 
interest on the principal sum, from the trme of the 
delivery of the goods, when the money, by -the 
terms of the contract, became payable, to the ime 
when the payment was actually made. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


FOURTH OF JULY. 

Mr. EVANS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BADGER. I will ask my friend from 
South Carolina just at this moment to allow ime to 
make a suggestion which | think will produce no 
discussion or difficulty, and to submit a motion 
founded upon it. It is known by the Senate that 
Tuesday next will be the fourth of July. Its 
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understood that we shall meet to-morrow for the | 


purpose of given the Senator from Texas [Mr. 


Houston] an opportunity of making some per- | 


sonal explanation. lt seems to me, therefore, 
that it would be a great deal better if the Senate 
should now come to an order, that when we ad- 
journ to-morrow it shal! b: to meet on Wednes- 
day next, so as to adjourn over the fourth of 
July. Itisnot worth whileto meet here on Mon- 
day todo that. We cannot adjourn from now 
until Wednesday. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Why not meet on Monday? 

Mr. BADGER. We can, but why do it? 


Gentlemen are disposed to go off for two or three 


days, and we shall find ourselves without a quo- | 


rum. I submit the motion, therefore, that when 
the Senate a‘journs to-morrow, it be to meet on 
Wednesday next. We shall accomplish nothing 
by meeting here on Monday. 

Mr. WELLER. I shall be compelled to dis- 
appoint my honorable friend from North Caro- 
lina by interposing an objection to the reception 
of his motion. 
except by unanimous consent. I| think we ougit 
to meet on Monday to transact business. I am 
anxious to go through with that. I know of no 
reason why we cannot transact business on Mon- 
day as well as any otherday. I shall be opposed 
to silting on Tuesday, of course, that being our 
political Sabbath. 

Mr. BADGER. 
everybody here knows, personally, I have no 
solicitude about it. But [ know there are gentle- 
men here who are desirous of going away and 


| think it cannot be entertained | 


All I have to say is, that, as | 


taking two or three days of consecutive relaxa- | 


tion during this exceedingly hot weather. To 
compel them to come here on Monday, for the 
purpose of adjourning over from 


sition on them. I will tell my friend from Cali- 
fornia that he will find himself without a quorum 
on Monday. 

Subsequently, Mr. BADGER said: | wish the 
Senator from California would be kind enough to 
withdraw his objection to my motion. 


impossible to resist the appeal of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 1 shall be compelled to with- 
draw my objection. 

The motion was then agreed to. 


LE CAZE AND MALLET. 
On the motion of Mr. EVANS, the bill for the 


relief of Frederick Vincent, administrator of 


'| James Le Caze, survivor of Le Caze & Mallet, 


was read a second time, and considered as in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Frederic Vincent, as administrator, 
hes 82, which sum appears to be due to James 

e Caze on the books of the Treasury, for ad- 






Monday to | 
Wednesday, is, in my opinion, a needless impo- | 


i! ent. 


Mr. WELLER. As usual, I find it utterly | 
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States in 1783; and to pay him interest on that 
sum at the rate of six per cent. per annum, from 
December 31, 1846, when. his claim was pre- 
sented to Congress 

Mr. EVANS. I move to strike out of the bill 
the words * at the rate of six per cent. perannum 
from the 3lst day of December, 1846, when his 
cluim was presented to and 
‘* from the time he advanced the money,’ so as 
to allow the interest from that ume. Perhaps it 
is necessary that | should make a short statement 
in regard to the case. 

Le Caze and Mallet were French gentlemen, 
who lived in the city of Philadelphia, and whe 
were merchants. They sold large quantities of 
tobacco and cotton to the Government, and ad- 
vanced large sums of money. At the conclusion 
of the war, their account was settled at the Treas- 
ury; and the sum mentioned as due to them 
stands to their credit on the books of the Treasury 
until this day. Itnever has been poid—never has 
been attended to. One of these parties died; and 
the other, before there was any regular Govern- 
ment, or any chance of getting paid, went to the 
West Indies, where he had an estate. There he 
was killed in the first insurrection in the Island of 
St. Domingo. The consequence was, that there 
was nobody here to present the claim. It was 
unknown to the family in the West Indies until 
arecent day. The administrator now applies for 
payment. If interest is to be paid upon a debt 
not demanded until recently—if that prineipal be 
conceded as just, [ do not see why it should not 
be done in this case. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK called for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment; but they were nut or- 
dered. 

Mr. SLIDELL. As I understand the Senator 
from South Carolina, no demand has ever been 
made upon the Government for the amount, If 
it has not been paid, it has been the fault of the 
parties, and there is nothing in the character of 
these men which appeals to the sympathies, of the 
Senate. Really, tt seems tome we should be estab- 
lishing a most dangerous principle by giving inter 
est in this case. | shall be under the necesxity of 
asking for the yeas and nays upon the amendment 
if 1t is insjsted upon. 

Mr. EVANS. Let the report of the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims be read. 

The report was read. From it, it appears that 
Le Caze & Mallet were merchants of Philadel- 
phia. Inthe year 1783 the Government had deai- 
ings with them to the amount of $75,584 74. 
This amount was settled by the then Superin- 
tendent of Finance, and a balance was stated in 
their favor of $4,890 82. This settlement and 
balance were entered on the books of the Treaa- 
ury of that date, and afterwards transferred to the 
books of the Treasury in the year 1794, after the 
present Government went into operation. 

Before any provision had been made for liqui- 
dating and funding the public debt, Mallet died, 
and Le Caze, the surviving partner, whilst on a 
visit to his plantation, in the Island of St. Do- 
mingo, was massacred in the insurrection which 
broke out in 1789. During the general insurrec- 
tion in 1793, his family escaped from the island 
and settled in Norfolk, in Virginia. There was 
no administration on the estate of Le Caze, until 
the year 1844, when Frederic Vincent, a relative 
of Le Caze’s family, took out letters of sdminis- 
tration in Philadelphia, until which time it is likely 
the existence of the evidence of this debt was un- 

known to the family of Le Caze. 
| . Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Itis very obvious 
| to every Senator that there is not a quorum pres- 
There are but twenty-three Senators on the 
floor. 1 move, therefore, that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope not. I hope the 
Senator from South Carolina will withdraw his 
proposed amendment; and, if the Senate is not 
| disposed to go on with private bills, | suggest that 

I have had the floor for the last week on the indi- 
gent insane bill. This is very hot weather, and 
| [do not know that the speech will last much longer. 

Mr. EVANS. 1 believe, on the whole, it may 
be better not to risk the bill by pressing the amend- 





Congress,” invert 





vances made to the Government of the United || 


ment, though I have a strong prepossession on 
| my mind that interest should be allowed. I there- 
fore withdraw the amendment. 


| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
t 


ator from Tennessee withdraw his motion? 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


Yes, sir, 
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armendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read athird time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message was received from the House of Rep- 


resentatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that they had passed a joint resolution 


22, 1854, to authorize a register to be issued to the 
steamer El Paraguay by a new name; and 

A bill for the relief of H. B. Rowan, of Louis- 
jana. 


FRANCISCO LOPE URRIZA. 


On the motion of Mr. WELLER, the Senate, | 


ee in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 


sideration of the bill for the relief of Francisco Lope | ‘ ! ! 'y by 
'| his proclamation, bind this Government, it is 
kt is designed to direct the Secretary of the Treas- | 


Urriza. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


The bill was reported to the Senate without || 


ury to pay to Francisco Lope Urriza, $10,250 as || 


full compensation for the value of the schooner | 


Julia, improperly seized while lying at La Paz on 
the 13th of September, 1846, by Commander 8S. F. 
Dupont, of the United States Navy. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without || 


amendment. 
Mr. ALLEN. 
like to hear it read. 
Mr. WELLER. There is one made by my- 
self from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


If there is a report, I should 


California in 1846 and 1848, while that territory 


was in the military possession and under the pro- | 


tection of the United States. 
‘The first item is the value of the schooner 
Julia, seized by Commander S. F. Dupont, of the 


United States Navy, while lying dismantled at La | 
Paz, on the 18th of September, 1846, and subse- | 
quently on the 24th of June, 1847, condemned as | 


a lawful 


rize, and ordered to be sold by Alcalde 
Walter 


Solton, as judge of the United States 


court of admiralty at Monterey. 

Second, for $1,600, the value of « lot of cotton 
_— deposited in the house of Don Francisco 
> 


alacia de Micanda, in La Paz, and destroyed by 
the Mexican forces in an attack upon the town, 
on the 16th of November, 1848. 

Third, for $3,287, the amount of arrearages 
alleged to be due him for pay asa retired lieuten- 
ant colonel of the Mexican army, lost by his 
espousing the American cause. 

Fourth, for $5,000, the. alleged value of the 


Island San José, which he was compelled to aban- | 


don after the restoration of Lower California to 
Mexico, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

In regard to the first item, there is no evidence 
to show that theschooner Julia had ever been en- 
gaged in the service of the enemy. On the con- 
trary, it is proven that she had been employed in 

peaceful commerce between La Paz and Mazatlan. 

hat while lying at La Paz, in a dismantled con- 
dition, without either flag or sails, on the 18th of 
September, 1846, she was seized by Commander 
S. F, Dupont, of the United States Navy, used as 
a tender for some months, and on the 24th of June, 
1847, condemned, and ordered to be sold as a law- 
ful prize, by Alcalde Colton. 

It is further proved that Commodore Sloat, then 
commanding the naval forces of the United States 
on the Pacific coast, had, prior to the seizure, (on 
the 7th of July, 1846,) issued a proclamation to the 
citizens of California, in which he pledged full and 
ample protection, both of person and property, 
to such of them as should lay-down their arms, 
and either espouse the cause of the United States 
or remain neutral in the contest. Upon the issu- 
ing of that proclamation, the petitioner at once 
became an active partisan in our ranks, and iden- 
tified himself ab ene cause; and further, the 
schooner Julia was, at the time of seizure, the 
property of the peutioner, and of the value of 
$10,250. These facts are fully established by the 
testimony of American officers, who were privy 
to the transaction. Under these circumstances, 
it is clear that the schooner was not properly sub- 
ject to seizure. And besides, the United States 
not having established a court of admiralty at 
Monterey, the decision of Alcalde Colton, con- 
demning and ordering the vessel to be sold, was 


wholly unauthorized and illegal. This item is 
hinates allowed. 





|| and nays upon the engrossment of the bill. 
|| very evident to me that if the officer who seized 

The report was read, from which it appears | 
that the petitioner seeks from this Government | 
remuneration and indemnity for certain losses | 
alleged to have been sustained by him in Lower | 


The cotton yarn for which compensation is 
claimed, as shown by the evidence, was, when 


| destroyed, deposited in a private house not occu- 
|| pred by our troops for military purposes at the 
|| time it was burnt; nor does it appear that it had 


been previously so occupied. In no case has a 


|| claim of this character ever been allowed to our 


. || own citizens. 
to correct a clerical error in the act approved June | 


As to the arrearages of pay due to the petitioner 


| as aretired lieutenant colonel in the Mexican 
|| army, and forfeited by his taking side aguinst his 
|| own country, upon no principle of justice or 
|| national morality recognized by this Government 


can this item be allowed. 

In regard to the fourth item, without entering 
into a consideration of the question how far a 
naval commander in an enemy’s country can, by 


believed that the protection promised by Commo- 
dore Sloat to the citizens of California, in his 
proclamation of the 7th July, 1846, referred alone 
to Upper California, and therefore cannot apply 


to any rights of property in the island in question, | 
|| it being an appendage of Lower California, which, 


under the treaty above mentioned, still remained 
as a part of Mexico. This item, therefore, is not 


|| allowed. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


I mean to ask for the yeas 
It is 


that vessel acted without some just cause, or if he 
seized her illegally, and if the alcalde had no juris- 
diction as an admiralty court, the officer was 
responsible in damages for the personal injury 
done to the party. If the officer, under a mistaken 
impression of his duty, seized this vessel, a suit 
could have been brought against him by the party 


|| who would have been entitled to redress. Whether 


the officer acted in good faith or not, if he had no 
authority to seize the vessel, the owner could in 
that way have been remunerated. But 1 am un- 
willing, as the party did not venture to make his 


| claim where he might have made it, to take the 
| ¢x parte evidence which he brings forward on which 


to base his claim upon the Government. 


| the bill. 


Mr. WELLER. 


| that this bill should be defeated by the opposition 


of the Senator from Delaware. It is-very obvious || 
| that there is not a quorum now 


yeas and nays are taken on the passage of the 


bill, it must imevitably produce an adjournment || 
| without final action upon it. 


| that if that Senator will take the trouble to look 
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into the testimony in the case, he will be satisfied | 
| that the Committee on Foreign Relations have 


acted propeny in reporting the bill. There were 
ifferent items in the claimant’s account. 


The Committee on Foreign Relations considered 


| that but one of them was a proper charge against 


the Government. This vessel was seized, as we 
are satisfied from the proof, without authority of 
law. She was not a proper subject of which to 


| make a prize. She was carried to Monterey, and 
| there Alcalde Colton, claiming to be an admi- 


ralty court, under the laws of the United States, 


| proceeded to condemn the vessel, and she was 


sold. I think the Senator from Delaware, if he 
will take the trouble to look into the testimony, 


| will be satisfied that the Committee on Foreign 


Relations have not erred in this particular; and I 


| think it is due to this claimant that, before the 


Senator undertakes to reverse the action of a com- 


| mittee of the Senate, he should put himself to the 


trouble of investigating the case. 
I have in the report, very briefly, it is true, 
recapitulated the testimony as it was produced 


| before the committee. The testimony was ample 


that this vessel had never been used for any war- 
like purposes. She was engaged in peaceable 
commerce between the ports of La Paz and Ma- 
zatlan; and while lying in the former, without any 
flag to designate her national character, she was 


seized by an American officer, used fora long | 


period as a transport vessel, and afterwards taken 
to Montergy and condemned by Alcalde Coiton 
without any authority of law. There is a record 
of the case. You will find that it isa regular con- 
demnation: *‘ The United States court of admi- 
ralty, in 1847, at the city of Monterey.” Now, I 
oak not tell the Senate that there was no United 
States court of admiralty there having jurisdiction 
of this case, even if the vessel had been a proper 


1 ask | 
| for the yeas and nays upon the engrossment of | 
I think it a very hard case | 


pevesesi and if the | 


I undertake to say, | 


GLOBE. 


| subject for prize. Therefore, the committee cam 

| to the conclusion, under all the circumstances of 
the case, (and inasmuch as it is proved by the 
testimony of all the American officers that the 

_ claimant was one of the most active and efficien, 
men upon the American side during the Progresg 

of the difficulties upon the Pacific coast; he had 
at one time been taken prisoner, and his life fo». 
feited, and it was by a bare accident that he made 
his escape from the Mexican officer after he haq 
been ordered to be shot,) that he was entitled to 
that portion of his claim. 

Mr. BAYARD. Before the honorable Senato, 
undertakes to censur® me for my course, he ought 
to understand the objection which | have made 
[ say that, on the fate of the report, without re. 
gard to the evidence, according to my judgment of 
the principle which should govern the action of 
the Senate, the bill ought to be rejected. Th. 
principle is this: [ have never yet heard that the 
Government of the United States, or any other 
Government, recognized its liability for the illeva| 
acts either of its naval or military officers. The 
basis on which this claim must be paid is, that 
Commander Dupont illegally seized the vessel of 
the claimant. Now, sir, if he did it illegally, the 
claimant has his remedy against him. The com. 

| mittee report that this admiralty court had no 
jurisdiction. If it had not, then its proceedings 
| were wholly coram non judicé, and the Govern. 
‘| ment would not defend the officer, but the officer 
| would be liable to the party fur the damages done, 
But who ever heard before of a Government being 
liable for every illegal act of seizure committed by 
its officers? The Government reserves to itself 
the discretion, when an officer} in the performance 
of his functions, makes a mistake under circum. 
stances in which he becomes personally liable, 
and a suit is brought against him, to remunerate 
| the officer; but | know of no case in whieh it 
_interposes to relieve the claimant. If the claim. 
ant has been injured, he has his right of suit 
| against the individual who did the illegal act. 
That is the ground on which I oppose this bill, 
without going into the facts at all. The allegation 
on which the report is founded is, that the vessel, 
| which was the rer the party, was illegally 
seized by Commander Dupont, and confiscated by 
/a pretended admiralty court. If these proceed- 
ings were all illegal, the parties who performed 
them were unquestionably personally liable in an 
‘| action or suit at law to the claimant. Why does 
he not press it? If a recovery was had against the 
officer of the United States, and he could show 
| that the act was committed under the emergencies 
of war, and by a mistaken opinion of his duty, it 
| would be a question for us whether we should re- 
| lieve him; but I deny the right of the claimant to 
claim payment from us on any principles of which 
|| | know, according to the facts stated by the com- 
‘| mittee thegpelves. I cannot perceive what the 
| subsequent part which the man took in the strug- 
| gle in California has to do with the question, 
1 though I confess such things are very often thrown 
| 
\| 





in here. 

And further, sir, in judging of the case I judge 
| of itas I should of a case in private life. Sena- 
| tors are fond of making an appeal to the analogies 
|| between the transactions of individuals with the 
| Government, and transactions between individuals 
|| and individuals. In judging of transactions be- 
| tween individuals, if one person were to preset 
| against another four claims three of which were 
| so palpably baseless and void, if I may say 80, 

_of all pretensions to a claim as those which the 
|| committee have rejected, what would be the in- 
|| ference in regard to a party who could be s0 
| biased by his interest, and have: so little regard 
| for justice, as to present claims which, on a bare 
| inspection, would be rejected? Surely it woald 
| not enhance the character of the other claim. 

| Itis, however,sir,on poasiple that I object to the 
| bill. Iam willing to take the report of the com- 
mittee; it is unnecessary to investigate the facts. 
I say that I know of no principle on which to jus- 
|| tify the allowance of this claim. The case of 
|| Colonel Mitchell, which occurred here some time 
|| ago, is one which illustrates what I have already 
ij said. The Government, after a recovery was 
'| had against its officer, interposed to save that of- 
|| ficer; whether rightly, in that case, is not the 
question. That is the ground which ittook. The 
basis of the allegation here, that the act.on the part 
of the afficer of the United States was illegal, can 





